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Current Topics. 


Solicitors and the War. 

WE PRINT elsewhere a notice with respect to a record which 
the Council of the Law Society are compiling of solicitors, 
whether members of the society og not, and articled clerks who 
are serving in the King’s forces. 


The Additional County Court Emergency Rules. 
THE ADDITIONAL rules for county courts under the Courts 
(Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, which we printed last week, 
and which were contained in the London Gazetle of the 9th inst., 
have been canc:lled, and we print elsewhere the substituted 
additional rules. It will be seen that the additional rules 1, 2 and 3 
have been amplified so as to adapt them more precisely to county 
loots procedure. They are founded, of course, on section | (1) of the 
Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, of which paragraph («) restrains 
execution on, or the other enforcement of judgments or orders, 
and paragraph (/) restrains the right of distress, re-antry, fore- 
\elosura, &. ‘The principal rules (58 Socicirors’ JOURNAL, 819) 
‘provide generally for the procedure under the Act in all courts. 
Under rule 2 (1), the application under piragraph (¢c) must be 
made to the court in which the judgment or order was made or 
in which proceedings are pending. It is now provided that this 
shall not apply where it is sought to enforce a judgment or order 
in another court under County Court Rules, ord. 25, rr, 29, 30; 
and further provision is made with regard to applications to regis- 
trars. A new form—Form [. (1)-——has been inserted in the 
schedule to the rules. This is a notice to be annexed to, and 
served with, a judgment summons, and the previous form of 
application to enforce a judgment or order already made will not 











apply to a judgment summons, 
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Sir Edward Fry“on the Outcome of the War. 

Ir 18 a good many vears now since Sir Epwarp Fry was a 
familiar figure in the Court of Appeal ; but since that time he 
has done important public work—notably as one of the British 
delegates at the second Peace Conference—and we see with 
interest that he contributed to the Daily News of last Monday 
an article on “The Limitations of Germany's \mbitions.” There 
is, as he recognizes, a preliminary question whether these ambi 
tions are to have any limit at all, and that is in course of decision 
by the means which Germany, in defiance of public law and 
morality, has herself chosen. But, assuming that public order 
can be restored, Sir E>wARD FRY says :— 

However stringent may be the conditions to be imposed 
upon Germany, they should be strictly limited by the necessity 
of attaining two objects, the maintenance of the peace of 
Europe, and the condemnation by the civilized world of the 
German methods of warfare. No indignity should be placed 
upon the great German nation beyond what these exigencies 
demand. In spite of all her lamenteble shortcomings during 
this war, we ean never forget that Europe owes many a debt of 
gratitude to Germany. 

And he endorses the suggestion already made that some tribunal 
should be set up to try the officers responsible for the crimes 
committed by the Germans, including, we presume, the dropping 
of bombs on towns 

Some such procedure, with careful provisions to ensure the 
impartiality of the tribunal, and with power to award adequate 
punishment and restitution and compensation to an unlimited 

seem to be a reasonable demand to make, to 


extent, would 


satisfy the outraged sense of justice of the civilized world, 


If this eould be done a great point would be gained, but such 
a tribunal would not touch the greatest crime of all: the making 
of war. Sir Epwarp Fry touches also on the limitation of the 
manufacture of armaments, and the use of mines, torpedoes and 
bombs. All these things will no doubt receive consideration 
when the allied nations are able to impose terms on Germany 
and secure the future peace of the world. It is safe to say that 
the war will not stop until measures can be taken to prevent its 
recurrence, and these will then be taken by common consent. 


The Moratorium and Landlords, 


THe Moratorium Proclamations postponed, of course, the 
due date of the payments to which they referred, including 
payments due under contracts made before the 4th of August, 
and consequently postponed the direct remedies for recovery of 
the sums due; but it bas been a question how far they postponed 
the incidental remedies, such as serving notice to pay or taking 





possession in the case of mortgagees, and che right of re-entry in 
the case of landlords. The latter question came before 
Scruttron, J., in Durell v. Gread (reported elsewhere), and | 
his decision that the right of re-entry was suspended seems | 
to be in accordance with the scheme of the Postponement of | 
Payments Act, 1914, and the Proclamations made under it 

The Act, indeed, only authorizes the postponement of pay 

ments, and a Proclamation made under it cannot extend the | 
scheme of the Act, but it is a well-known principle of equity 
that the right of re-entry is only a security “ payment 
of rent. “The ground,” said Stinuine, J., in Howard y. 
Fanshawe (1895, 2 Ch., D&s), “on which courts of equity 
formerly gave relief [against forfeiture] was that the proviso 
for re-entry was in the eye of the court simply a security for the 
rent.” It follows that if, by the action of the Legislature, the 
rent is not immediately due, the security for it cannot be 
enforced, that is, the landlord cannot exercise his right of 
re-entry, It may be questioned, indeed, whether it was 
necessary to have recourse to doctrines of equity to arrive at this 
result. The effect of the statute and the Proclamation was that 
the rent, though in arrear on vhe 6th of August, the date of the 
first general Proclamation, ceased to be in arrear, and a right of 
re-entry for rent in arrear ceased to be exercisable. 


The Moratorium and Tradesmen’s Accounts. 
Tne Court of A peal in Auster (Limited) v. London Motor Coach 





Works (Times, 23rd inst.) have in effect overruled the decision of 


Jadge TiINDAL ATKINSON in Jupp v. Whittaker (58 Sowicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 818), and have decided in aceordance with the view 
we expressed (58 Sontcrtors’ JOURNAL, 833) as to the operation 
of the moratorium on a tradesman’s account made up ef suc 
cessive items, some or all of which are under £5, but the 
aggregate of which at the time of action exceeds £50. The 
question arises by reason of one of the exceptions in the General 
Proclamation of the 6th of August, that, namely, which excepts 
“any payment in respect of a liability which when incurred did 
not exceed £5 in amount,” and it depends on the effect to be 
given to the words “ when incurred,” Tn Jupp v. Whittaker the 
learned county court judge had to deal with a butcher’s bill which 
s‘arted at less than £5, but ran up to an amount exceeding 
£20; and he held that the final items were so connected with the 
earlier as to create an initial liability exceeding £5 in amount. 
Hence the case was not within the exception, and the 
moratorium applied. In the present case an a¢count extending 
from tho 22nd of January to the 28th of July included twenty-eight 
items, of which twenty-two were for sums under £5, The total 
amount was £61 9s. 8d. But, as we have already pointed out, 
while in such a’case the final liability exceeds £5 and is within 
the moratorium, yet there was an original liability which, when 
incurred, did not exceed £5. Probably the draftsman of the 
Proclamation did not consider its application to a current 
account, or special provision would have been made. But 
it must be remembered that the war statutes and orders have 
had tocover in general terms a vast diversity of transactions, and 
it was impracticable to adopt them nicely to each of these. We 
hope soon to have heard the last of the moratorium, but if this 
expedient has to be repeated there will be some useful material 


as guidance. 


Enemy Defendants. 


IN DISCUSSING last week the question of alien enemies in British 
courts, we pointed out that, on the authorities, it was open to 
take a liberal view as regards defendants and to admit their 
right to appear, and this course has been adopted by Batt, 
HACHE, J., in Lobinson & Co. v. Continental Insurance Co. of 
Mannheim (reported elsewhere). In that case the action, which 
was on a policy of insurance, was brought, and the pleadings 
were closed, before the war; but it was contended on behalf of 
the defendants that all actions between British subjects and 
alien enemies wero suspended during the war, and, further, that 
an alien enemy could not be heard in the English courts during 
hostilities. The latter contention és at variance with Ex parte 
Boussmaker (13 Ves. 71), and is clearly wrong. If, as was there 
held, an alien enemy can appear in bankruptcy to protect his 
right to a dividend, all the theoretical objections grounded on 
his being, in Lord Stowet's phrase, ex /eye, go for nothing. 
The court does not disregard the elementary principles of 
justice simply because a party is an alien enemy, and, if anything 
the court does will affect the alien enemy’s rights, he is entitled to 
appear. This is the ground which Mr. Justice BartuachE—il 
we may say so—vety properly adopted. It may be inconsistent 
with the view acted on by Sir Samuet Evans in the Prize 
Court, but that cimply means that the Prize Court seems to take 
a less liberal view of its functions than the King’s Bench 
Division. The real question, indeed, is not whether an alien 
enemy will be heard in our courts, but whether the outbreak of 
war ipso facto suspends all actions between the subjects of the 
belligerent states. However it may be as regards enemy 
plaintiffs, there is, of course, no ground for suspending the action 
so as to benefit an enemy defendant. Lord Davey said, indeed, 
in Janson v. Driefontein Consolidated Mines (1902, A. C., p. 499) 
that the right of action was suspended during the war and 
revived on the restoration of peace, and this statement would 
exempt an alien enemy from being sued as well as disable him 
to sue ; but in fact the question there was only of the right to 
sue. The question of the right to dofend was not before the 
court. As Mr, Justice BaiLwacu# says, “to hold that a 
subject's right of suit is suspended against an alien enemy is to 
injure a British subject and to favour an alien enemy, and to 
defeat the object and reason of the suspensory rule. It is to 
turn a disability into a relief.” The decision will release a large 
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number of actions which were in danger of being indefinitely 
postponed, to the injury of English plaintiffs and the inconveni- 
ence of their profesciona! advisers. 


Enemy Plaintiffs. 


In Robinson & Cp. v. Continental Insurance Co. of Mannhein 
(wpre), BarLnacue, J., recognized that an alien enemy is 
debarred from bringing an action, and, as we said last week, this 
rule is too well-established for it to be altered, except by the 
Legislature. Whatever view may be taken of early decisions 
based an the common law notion that the courts cannot intervene 
in favour of an alien enemy, the question is really concluded by 
the dicla in the House of Lords in /ansn v. /iriefontein Con 
solidated Mines (supra). “ An alien enemy,” said Lord Hatsnury 
(at p. 493), “cannot sue in the courts of either country while 
the war lasts; but the rights on the contract are unaffected, and 
when the war is over the remedy in the courts of either is 
restored.” The reasoning here is, indeed, no longer correct. 
An alien enemy, as we bave pointed out, can sue in the German 
and Austrian courts, and to be logical, the rule should be revised 
and a@ similar facility allowed here. But the law, as Lord 
HAtsBuRY himself once observed, does not aim at being logical, 
and certainly a court of first instance clearly could not take the 
step of reversing the established rule forbidding an enemy to 
sue. Whether the rule itself is based on any substantial principle 
of public policy, or whether it is merely a survival of notions 
as to the effect of war that should be obsolete, is open to 
question, In Janson’s case (supra) Lord Davey took the former 
view, and suggested that the court might be bound to take 
cognizance of the disability to sue; and he said that this was 
not inconsisten: with flindt v. Waters (15 East, 260). But it 
is difficult to reconcile it with that case, and also with the distinct 
statement of Lord Erskine, C., in Er parte Boussmaker (supra) 
that a court of law will not take notice of the objection with- 


out a plea, “It must appear upon the record.” If this is so, it 
is sol rs matter of pleading, and no question of public policy 
is involved. 


A Registered Alien’s Right to Sue. 


ADMITTING THE general disability of enemy plaintiffs, yet there 
is no need to apply it to aliens lawfully residing in this country, 
and 80 SARGANT, J., has held in Princess Thurn v. Mofitt (Times, 
17th inst.). In Wells vy. Williams (1698, 1 Lord Raym, 282), a 
distinction was taken between an alien enemy residing bere 
u der the protection of the Crown, and one residing in his 
own country, and the former was held to be entitled to 
sue. This was recognized to be an advance on the old rule, 
but wars, it was said, were not then so implacable as 
formerly. The —. had pleaded that he was here by licence 
and protection of the King, and this was held to be enough, 
though he had no safe a Ay In Aleinous v. Nigreu (1854, 4 
E. & B, 217), it appears to have been assumed that there must 
he definite permission of some kind, and that mere residence 
in this country is not sufficient. In the present case 
Sarcant, J., found this permission in the fact that the 
plaintiff had registered herself under the Aliens Restriction 
Act, 1914, and the Order made under it, and this seems to be 
effectual. She had thereupon done all that was necessary to 
entitle herself to reside here, and, as we suggested at the begin 
ning of the war (58 Soricrrors’ JOURNAL, p. 779), she bad 
thereby obtained all the rights of civil suit. It may also be noticed 
that the Trading with the Enemy Proclamation No. 2 (58 
SoLiciToRs’ JOURNAL, p. 827) restricts “enemy” to persons resi 
dent or carrying on business in the enemy country. As regards 
protection against mob or individual violence, the case is, of 
course, much clearer, and an alien enemy, whether registered 
or net, is entitled to full protection. Unfortunately, it has 
besome necessary for Mr. SYMMONS to state this at Greenwich 
in clear terms. Apart from any question of protection to aliens, 
the breach of the peace requires to be nished, and any recur 
rence of disorder of this kind will doubtless be strictly repressed. 


British Companies and German Shareholders. 
One oF the most im 
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provides for the control of companies affected by the war. The 
section, we presume, is the outcome of the doctrine that a 
company is quite a separate entity from its shareholders—-a 
doctrine which was finally established by Salamon’s case (1897, 
A.C. 22). Hence a company incorporated and carrying on 
business here ranks as a British company, notwithstanding that 
all the shareholders may be alien enemies. This is expreraly 
stated in the Trading with the Enemy Proclamation No, 2 
(58 SoLicitors’ JOURNAL, p. 827), which, by clause 3, provides 
that “in the case of incorporated bodies, enemy character 
attaches only to those incorporated in an enemy country.” Of 
course, &@ company incorporated and carrying on business here 
employs British workmen and otherwise performs useful functions 
in this country, and the section above referred to enables it to 
continue to carry on its business under British management, 
Thus, where the company as ecarricd on in the ordinary course 
would be likely to commit an offence under the Act—i¢., to 
trade with the enemy—or where the war interferes with its 
effective continuance and it is in the public interest that the 
business should cotitinue to be carried on, the Board of Trade, it 
satistied that either of those circumstances exist, may apply to 
the High Court for the appointment of a controller. 


Appointment of Controller During the War. 


IN THE case of Le Aleister Lucius A Bruning ( Limited) (Tim 4, 
21st inst.), WARRINGTON, J., had to consider the procedure under 
the above section, and he held (1) that the application to the court 
should be by originating motion ; (2) that, while the evidence 
that the necessary circumstances existed was for the Board of 
Trade in the first instance, yet the court must also be satisfied 
by evidence that the alleged state of things really existed ; 
for this purpose it was suflicient if evidence was given that the 
information of the Board of Trade had some reasonable founda- 
tion ; (3) that the controller would really be in the position of a 
receiver and manager and must give security in the ordinary way ; 
(4) that he must keep and vouch to the court the accounts.of the 
company and render periodical reports on the busines ; and (5) 
while he need not pass his own accounts like a receiver and manager 
appointed to wind up a business, yet he must be prepared to render 
and vouch his accounts if so required by the court. On these terms 
Sir WILLIAM PLENDER was appointed controller of the company’s 
business, of which he had already, as an emergency measure, gone 
into possession. This is an indigo factory at Ellesmere, Lanca 
shire. The manager is a naturalized British subject, but he had 
received from the directors, all of whom were German subjects 
resident in Germany, orders to close the factory. Of the 7,000 
shares of £10 each, 6,988 were held by German subjects resident 
in Germany. It should be fMoticed that section 2 of the Act 
gives to the Board of Trade in certain cases power to inspect 
the books and documents of a company, including the register 
of members. 


Payments to the Enemy. 


THAT THE position of companies incorporated here with 
German sbareholders, and of branches here of German businesses, 
is causing a good deal of questioning appears from letters 
which appeared in the Times of the 16th and 17th inst. That of 
the 17th inst. was on behalf of Tuomas pe LA Rur & Co, 
(Limited), and raised the first of the above points. Ought pay- 
ments to be made to a company registered here, of which all the 
shareholders are German ! The answer is given by the procedure 
under the Trading with the Enemy Act to which we have 





rtant sections of the Trading with the Enemy Proclamation No. 2 
Enemy Act, passed on the 18th of September, is section 3, which which provides that “where an enemy has a branch locally 


just referred. The proper course is not to refuse payment 
‘to the company, but to give such information to the Board of 
Trade as will enable the Board to have a controller appointed 


‘and so prevent any payment to the enemy shareholders. ‘The 
letter of the 16th inst. was on behalf of Jonn I. THorny- 
crorr & Co. (Limited), and raised the question of 
"payments to branches here of enemy firms abroad, and 


(it enclosed correspondence on the subject with the Foreign 
Office. The answer is given by clause 6 of the Trading with the 
2 (58 Soticirors’ JOURNAL, p. 827), 





4 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Oct. 24, 1914. 








situated in British « territory . . . 
or with such branch shall not be treated as transactions by or 
with anenemy.” This has been abrogated as regards insurance 
business by clause 5 of the Proclamation of the 8th inst, (58 
Soticrrors’ JOURNAL, 882), but otherwise it stands, and the 
following letter from the Foreign Office appears to give the effect 
correctly. It should be stated that the Poldi Steel Works 
(Sheffield branch) had claimed payment of their account from 
Messrs. THORNYCROFT, and, on the latter demuriing to pay them 
as an enemy firm, they had, through their solicitors, Messrs. 
ArtHur Neat & Son, requested the opinion of the Foreign 
Office as to the legality of the psyment, and as to whether any 
licence to trade was necessary :— 
Foreign Office, October 5th, 1914. 

Gentlemen,--With reference to your letter of the 29th 
September respecting the Poldi Steel Works at Sheffield, I am 
directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to inform you that it would 
not be contrary to the Proclamation against Trading with the 
Enemy to trade with a branch of an enemy company locally 
situated in British territory. 

Payments for transactions with the Poldi Works at Sheffield 
could also be made, if desired, and no licence would in this case 
appear necessary. 

It appears, therefore, that English firms can carry on their trans- 
actions as usual with companies registered here, notwithstanding 
the shareholders are German, and also with branches here of Ger- 
man firms. If money paid tosuch companies or branches is to be 
prevented from being paid to alien enemies, this must be done 
under the procedure of the Trading with the Enemy Act, The 
rule applies to firms as wellas companies, and presumably the 
branch would not be debarred from suing. ’ 








Alien Enemies and Copyright. 


THe effect of war upon international copyright relations is one 
of considerable interest and importance to authors ee 


and interesting questions arise as to what protection and reciprocal 
advantages will be extended to the works, literary, dramatic, 
musical and artistic, of an enemy subject ; how farcopyrigbt in 
the works of an alien enemy subsists ; and what is to be deemed 
an infringement of copyright ; whether, for example, the copying 
or translating of the work of an enemy subject or, in the case of 
mechanical contrivances, the manufacture of recards, perforated 
rolls, or other contrivances is to be looked upon as constituting 
an infringement. 


transactions by | 





So far as the copyright relations between two countries are 
contained in a commercial treaty between them, if the countries | 
ure at war, the copyright pegs will naturally lapse with the | 
treaty, under the general rule that treaties of commerce are | 
arnulled by the outbreak of war. This occurred, for example, 
during the Franco-Prussian War of 1870-71. The copyright | 
relations between France and the German States were contained | 
in commercial treaties which accordingly becamo inoperative. 
The Treaty of Frankfort, however, concluded the 10th of May, 
1871, between France aud Germany definitely renewed the 
Copyright Convention, Article 11, by providing that “ the Con- 
vention for the reciprocal guirantee of literary works shall be 
renewed.” Nevertheless, several German States were not 
included under the new provisions, and it was not until the lapse 
of several years that the omission was remedied by a fresh treaty : 
see Bonfils, Manuel de Droit International Public (6th ed., pp. 
549, 693) ; Hertzlet, Map of Europe by Treaty, Vol. III. Where, 
however, the copyright relations between different countries are 
governed, not by a commercial treaty, but by an arrangement of 
an international character to which several States are parties, the 
present view seems to be that such arrangements or conventions 
are not ipso facto abrogated by the commencement of hostilities 
between any of the States. The belligerents may, however, 
suspend them, if they wish, so far as they themselves are 
concerned. 

As regards international copyright relations the various 
countries fall into two classes :—- 


(1) Countries within the Copyright Union. These include | 
most of the countries of Europe. j 


“ 


(2) Countries outside the Union. 
Hungary, the Balkan States, Russia, Turkey and the United 
States. 

Countries Within the Copyright Union.—The countries within the 
Union are—Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Great Britain, 
Hayti, Holland, Italy, Japan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Monaco, 
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland and Tunis. 
With regard to all these countries, with the exception of Italy 
and Sweden, which remain under the Berne Convention of 1886, 
the revised Berne Convention or Berlin Convention of 1908 
forms a copyright code binding upon them. The Copyright Act, 
1911, enabled Great Britain to come within the scope of this 
International Code, section 29 of the Act providing that copy- 
right proteetion under the Act might be extended by Order in 
Corncil to certain classes of foreign works. Such an order was 
made in 1912. Accordingly the Berlin Convention and the Order 
in Council have the same effect as if they had been in the form 
of a British statute. It is submitted that an International Code 
such as the Berlin Convention, of so wide a nature and to which 
a multitude of States are parties, is not annulled by the out- 
break of war between certain of the States which are signatories 
to the Convention, though if the States so wish they can at 
their discretion annul or suspend the Convention so far as 
they themselves are concerned. 

The proclamation of the 9th of September relating to trading 
with the enemy (58 Soxicirors’ JOURNAL, p. 827) provides 
generally that persons resident within the King’s Dominions 
shall not supply to or obtain from an enemy country or an 
enemy any goods, wares, or merchandise, nor enter into 
any new commercial, financial, or other contract or obliga- 
tion with or for the benefit of an enemy (clause 5 (7) 
(9)). The expression “enemy” is defined to mean any 
person or body of persons resident or carrying on business 
in the enemy country. This Proclamation extends both to 
Germany and Austria-Hungary, and replaces the former separate 
Proclamations for each country of the 5th and 12th of August 
(58 Soricirors’ JOURNAL, 785). 

The position of an alien belligerent—author or publisher— 
does not seem to be affected so far as copyright protection is 
concerned. Accordingly the intellectual or artistic work of an 
alien enemy would be free from molestation. Publishing and 
other like contracts would, however, be subject to the rules 
affecting contracts generally, namely :— 

(1) All contracts with alien enemies entered into during the 
war are illegal. 

(2) Contracts entered into before the outbreak of war are— 

(a) Avoided, if executory; or dissolved, if executed but 
requiring to be acted upon. 

(b) Suspended, if executed before war and not requiring to be 


| acted upon during war. 


The question whether, in case of an infringement of copyright 
belonging to an alien enemy, such person could bring an action 
for an injunction is, probably, concluded by the general rule in 


| the United Kingdom that enemy subjects are prevented from 


taking legal proceedings. In Germany and Austria, however, as 
we pointed out last week, the rule does not hold, and an action for 
infringement could be prosecuted if the enemy subject possessed 
property within those countries. Moreover, in the case of copy 
right subsisting when war broke out, while an action for damages 
would, it is apprehended, in no case be entertained here, yet 
possibly an injunction might be obtained in this country re- 
straining the continuance of the infringement on the analogy of 
Ex parte Boussmaker (13 Ves. 71). here it was held that a 
petition in bankruptcy on behalf of an enemy subject creditor 
must be admitted although the dividend is not payable until the 
end of the war ; that is, the court will intervene in favour of an 
alien enemy to protect an existing right, and on a liberal view 
of its functions, it might do the same in the case of copyright. 
This will gives a good right of action for infringement as soon 
as peace is restored, and an interim injunction m'ght be granted 
to prevent loss during the war. 

Countries Outside the Union.—These countries are not bound 
by any international code, and generally speaking, the rights of 
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anthors are secured by treaties between the various countries. 
It is necessary, therefore, to look to the treaties to find out such 
rights as in fact exist, but the copyright relations are frequently 
contained in commercial treaties between the countries and 
accordingly would be abrogated by the outbreak of war. That 
this is the case has been laid down in an official opinion of the 
Attorney-General of the United States given on questions which 
arose during the Spanish-American War of 1898 (Official 
Opinions, Attorney-General, Dec. 2nd, 1898, Vol. 22; House 
Documents, Vol. 99, 56th Congress, 2nd Session, 1900-19#)1). 


If any inhabitant of Puerto Rico, Cuba, or the Philippine 
Islands claims the privilege of copyright as a Spanish subject, 
that right at present is subject to the well-known rule that hos- 
tilities between two nations suspend intercourse and deprive 
citizens of the hostile nations of rights of.an international char- 
acter previously enjoyed. I am of opinion that, so long as a 
state of war exists between Spain and the United States, Spanish 
subjects have no right to the privileges of copyright conferred 
upon Spanish citizens by proclamation prior to the declaration 
of war. When a treaty of peace shall have been finally con- 
cluded, their rights will be determined, either by the provisions 
of the treaty, or, if the treaty be silent, it will be competent 
for the United States through its executive officers to resume 
the exercise of such rights and privileges as previously existed 
and have not been definitely declared terminated. So that 
if the Treaty of Peace be silent with reference to copyright, it 
would, in my opinion, be entirely proper for the Librarian of 
Congress to admit Spanish subjects after the conclusion of 
peace and ratification of the treaty tothe same copyright privi- 
leges that they enjoyed prior to the declaration of war. 


The official opinions of the Attorney-General of the United 
States, though not in any way binding upon the courts, are, 
nevertheless, considered of very great weight. The view taken 
in this case seems to be undoubtedly right, éspecially in view of 
the fact that, at the outbreak of war between the United States 
and Spain, each power formally declared that they considered all 
treaties to be annulled through the war : see Moore, International 
Law Digest, vol. 5, pp. 375-380. 


Recollections of an Irish Judge." 


Mr. Bopxrw has produced from his varied life a very interesting 
and entertaining book of recollections. Coming of a medical family 
in County Galway, he emerged into life as a pressman, and his 
later profession and Parliamentary activities seem to have 
never cut him off from his first occupation. With most successful 
men who make the Press a road to the bar, the professional life 
soon absorbs their interests. But with Mr. Bonxrn it was different, 
and throughout his book very interesting glimpses are given of 
Irish journalism. Not least interesting is that where a reporter 
—not Mr. Bopxin—extracted from a new Lord-Lieutenant, whom 
he had mistaken for a subordinate official, a full account of his 
swearing-in, and of his first experiences of Ireland. 

But with Mr. Bopkry’s connection with the Press, and with 
his struggle at a later date with Mr. Pannewt for the control of 
United Ireland, we are not so much concerned; nor with his 
Parliamentary experiences, though these are extremely interesting, 
written from the point of view—by no means a bad one—of an 
enthusiastic admirer of Mr. Grapstoxe. If Mr. BopKrtn would 
give us some dates we should know when he entered Parliament, 
and when he left it, and no doubt his bock supplies the material 
for finding the dates if time allowed or if it were worth while ; but he 
saw the end of the Giapstone period and the rise of Mr. AsquviTH, 
and he was present when Mr. Grapstone paid the well-known 
compliment to Mr. CHAMBERLAIN on his son’s maiden speech. 

To turn to the legal part of the book, we find plenty of stories 
of Irish celebrities ; not the least interesting are those of Lord 
Morais and of Lord O’Brien, the latter of whom has died since 
the book was written. We are told a great deal about Dick ApaMs, 
who was county-court judge of Limerick, and whose “ irresponsible 
humour converted his court into a veritable theatre of varieties, 
frequented by all the visitors and pleasure-seekers of the town. 
He had a supreme contempt for appearances, and frequently 
decided a right-of-way case in the /ocus in quo, sitting on the fence 
in dispute, smoking the pipe of peace in the centre of eager dispu- 
tants.” And the chapter concludes with a humorous, though 
apocryphal account of an interview between King Edward VII. and 
the judge, founded on their real or fancied resemblance. Homburg 
could not hold both, so “ Dick” had to go. 


Py M. M'D, Podkin, 





* Recollections of:an Irish Judve © Press,’ Bar, ai ¢ Terliame: t. 
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In due course, Mr. Bopxrn was called to the bar, and we have a 
picture of the Irish barrister waiting for briefs, not, as in England, 
in the solitude of his chambers, but amid the social dissipation of 
the Four Courts Library. “The Irish barrister has no chambers 
and no clerk ; he camps out in the law library, which is, in fact, 
the fair or market where barristers are hired.” And if the refer- 
ence to the lavish flow of champagne at a consultation is otherwise 
than ornamental, there is clearly another point in which Trish 
practice differs from English. One of the interesting figures who 
were prominent in the time of which Mr. Bonxrn writes is Isaac 
Burtr—“ the one man to whom all, however they differed on other 
things, conceded the supreme praise of genius."’ But we grudge 
Mr. BopkINn’s appropriation to his own celebrities of stories 
already allocated elsewhere. Fitzainnon—afterwards the Lord 
Justice—was entertaining the bar with idle gossip in the library, 
when there were half a dozen jury cases in full swing in the courts 
below. “A man coming up from the courts was amazed to see the 
nist prius leader idling at the library fire. ‘Halloa, Frrzerproy,’ 
he cried, ‘ how is it you are not engaged in any of the cases that are 
on to-day?’ ‘My dear fellow,’ was the calm reply, ‘I am in all of 
them, but T like to be impartial.” Our recollection is that this 
was told of the most famous of Parliamentary counsel in the great 
railway days, who could not attend to all his committees at West- 
minster, and so left them for a southern seaside resort. And there 
is the Q.C. who, in looking over a junior’s opinion—“T am clearly 
of opinion,” etc.—promptly crossed out the “clearly.” “My dear 
young friend,’’ he said, “ never write you are ‘clearly of opinion’ 
on any question of law. When you have my years and experience, 
the question you will always have to determine is on which side 
the doubt predominates.” In our own version the story is told of 
Riesy, but doubtless it has been fastened on many an eminent 
name. And why, when describing Sir Jonn Ricry’s career in 
the House of Commons, with the usual story of his pipe tumbling 
out of his coat-tail pocket, does Mr. Bonxry call him Riniey? It is 
not given to all men to know all things, and we can forgive Mr. 
Bonk for not knowing Rigpy so well as we did ; but it gives us a 
shock. 

And then there is Sir Hexry James’ reply to Sir CHar.es 
Rvssett, when, in the course of the hearing before the Parnell 
he picked up a paper and handed it to him 

Where did you find it?’ asked Sir Carters. 
Cnartes—at your feet,’ was the 
courtly reply.’ Courtly by all means, but why give it 
twice in the same book? This, perhaps, may sound 
querulous, but we have a grudge against Mr. Bonxty. He made us 
sit up to read his book, and we finished it. We didn’t want to, we 
may say, but we did, and if space permitted, we could quote an 
unlimited amount of entertaining matter from it. It was objected 
to Baron Dowse that a certain special warrant had been drawn 
up by magistrates on the spur of the moment, and without assist- 
ance. “‘ You might as well,’ interjected the Baron, ‘expect them 
to write a Greek ode.’ Next day the words read in the newspapers 
‘ride a Greek goat,’ and the Baron laughingly declared that the 
reporters had expressed his views more pointedly than himself.’ 
But there it is ; if you begin quoting that sort of thing you can go 
on for ever. So we pass over the curious information as to Mr. 
Dexvor and his pneumatic tyre, and find Mr. Bonxrn at length the 
county-court judge of Clare, where we must leave him, knowing 
that in the administration of the criminal work of his court he 
tempers justice with mercy ; and, as to his jurisdiction generally. 
he looks forward to the day when he will “administer the laws of 
an Irish legislature, in which Irishmen of-all classes and creeds 
will combine to promote the prosperity of their common country. 





Commission, 
—‘‘* Thanks ! 
‘Where we all are, Sir 








Reviews. 
The Annual Practice. 


PRACTICE, 1915, BEING A COLLECTION OF THE 
Sratutres, Orpers, AND RuLFs RELATING TO THE GENERAL 
Practick, ProcepurReE, AND JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME 
Court: wita Notes, Forms, &e. By J. B. MATTHEWS, B.C. ; 
Ricuarp Wuarre, a Master of the Supreme Court ; and Francis A. 
Srrincer, of the Central Office, Royal Courts of Justice. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 25s. net. 

The most interesting addition to the new White Book is the 
inclusion at p. 1355 of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, 
and the rules and orders made under it. Apart from the special 
legislation, there does not appear to be much new matter to notice. 
The new Poor Persons Rules (ord. 16, rr. 22 to 31H) which came into 
operation on the 9th of June are included. We understand that 
numerous applications under the rules were made to the ‘ prescribed 
officers "—these are mentioned at p. $67—in the summer, but we 
have not noticed any information whether anything bas come of 
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them. It would be interesting to know if the rules are in active 
operation ; if so, a communication on the subject might usefully be 
made. At page 1194 the rules for trial of King’s Bench Division 
actions in the Long Vacation are printed. These were issued in 
July, and were confined to this year’s vacation, but probably the 
special circumstances of the vacation cee pees them being acted 
on. We do not remember noticing any list of actions for trial in the 
vacation lists. There are also the new assize rules, printed at p, 2259, 
giving wider powers to a judge or master as to fixing the place of trial. 
Otherwise, the few changes which have been made are in matters of 
detail, and we start the new legal year with practically the same 
procedure as last. Different parts of the work have been entrusted 
to editors specially qualified for the task, and the “Companies” 
portion which was started last year has been revised, and fresh forms 
added to it. Some day, no doubt, the long-deferred task of revising 
and simplifying the code of procedure will be taken in hand ; mean- 
while, the White Book offers the practitioner a comprehensive and 
well arranged guide to its intricacies. 


The Moratorium and Restraint on Execution. 


Tur PostPoNEMENT oF PAYMENTS Act, 1914, AND THE CouRTs 
(Emercency Powers) Act, 1914. ToceTHER WITH THE PRo- 
CLAMATIONS ISSUED THEREUNDER, AND ALL MATTERS RELATING 
TO THE Moratortum; ALSO RULES AND DIRECTIONS FOR THE 
Hien Court anp County Court Procepurr. Eptrep wit 
Notice, Taste or Cases, &c. By Arsert D. Borton, M.A., 
LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 2s. 6d. net. 

This is a very useful collection of the recent emergency statutes 
relating to postponement of payments and restriction on process 
of execution, &c., with the Proclamations and rules. The 
whole subject is of a temporary nature, and is frequently 
changing by the introduction of new matter. Apparently we have 
got to the end of the Moratorium, and not many questions are likely 
to arise on that ; but the special restrictions on process of execution 
and other remedies will last for some time, onl as the additional 
county court rules shew, the tale is not yet complete. But up to 
its date Mr. Bolton’s book isa very convenient guide to the various 
enactments. 


Income Tax. 

Income TAX AND Super-Tax Practice, INCLUDING A DICTIONARY 
or Income Tax, SpectmEN Returns, TABLES oF Luties, &c. 
For tue Use or Business AND PRoresstonaAL MEN, AccouNT 
ants, HousenoLpers, etc. By W. E. Snetire, of the Inland 
Revenue Department. Sir Isaac Pitman & Sons (Limited). 
10s. 6d. net. 

Income Tax, Surer-Tax, anp Innapirep Hovuset Duty Law 
AND CASES, WITH AN ANALYSIS OF THE SCHEDULES, GUIDE TO 
Income Tax Law anp Nores on Lanp Tax. A PRactica. 
Exposition or THE Law FoR THE USE OF INComE Tax 
OrFIiciaALs, Sonicrrors, AccoUNTANTS AND Bustness Men 
Generatity. By W. E. SNevuina, of the Inland Revenue Depart- 
ment. Second Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Sir Isaac Pitman 
(Limited). 10s. 6d. net. 

A satisfactory treatise on income tax practice, says Mr. Snelling 
in bis preface to the first of these works, should be exhaustive and 
yet offer easy reference to the enquirer. To combine fulness with 
utility is, no doubt, an excellent ideal, and in income tax law one by 
no means easy of entertainment. The statutes of 1842 and 1853, 
with their subsequent amendments, present a bedy of Jaw the 
complications of which have frequently been bewailed by those in 
authority, but no Government has yet undertaken the herculean 
task of simplification. Instead of that, we have successive changes 
such as those in the Finance Act of this year, which allow the returns 
of husband and wife to be made separately, and which extend the 
assessment of foreign income remaining abroad, but all adding to 
the law. The more complicated, however, and inaccessible the law, 
the greater the need for plain and practical guidance, and this Mr. 
Snelling very successfully affords. Part I. contains chapters explain- 
ing the system of arriving at profits for income tax purposes, and 
shewing by reference to specimen forms the proper way to make 
returns, stating also the procedure for repayment pal and the rules 
as to super-tax. Part TL. which occupies the greater part of the 
book, is a dictionary of income tax practice, and here it is that the 
reader finds his path made clear ease of reference. Under 
“ Husband and Wife,” the rules under section 9 of the Finance Act, 
1914, are given ; and under “ [nterest” will be found a good account 
of the somewhat difficult treatment by the Acts of deduction of 
interest from profits. In general a borrewer does this by deducting 
the tax on payment of interest, and keeping the amount in his 
pocket, and the process is explained at p. 250; but this is only 
where the interest is annual. Part I[].—Guide to Income Tax Prac- 


contains tables of rates. The book is written and compiied in 4 
very clear and practical manner. . : 

he second of the two works menticned above, which is now in 
its second edition, is of a more technical nature, and states the actual 
provisions of the statutes and the effect of the decisions. In many 
instances extracts are given from the _falgmonts, asin De Been 
Consolidated Mines v. Howe (1906, A.C. 455), where it was ruled 
that a company resides where its real business is carried on; and 
in Kodak (Limited) v. Clark (1903, 1 K. B. 505), where the profits of 
an American company were not assessable, though it was practically 
owned by an English company. The body of the work is arranged 
alphabetically, and under the successive headings, “Schedule A, 
&c., the leading features of assessment law are clearly stated. Mr 
Snelling seems to have gon2 as far in the way of elucidating and 
simplifying the law as is practicable. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


CHAPPELL & CO. (LIM.) +. COLUMBIA GRAPHOPHONE CO. No. 1. 
15th and 16th Oct. 


Coryricut—Mvusic—Recorp FOR MECHANICAL PERFORMANCE— 
OrcHESTRAL Score APAPTED FROM PiIANOFORTE ACCOMPANIMENT— 
INFRINGEMENT—Copyricutr Act, 1911 (1 & 2 Gero. 5, c. 46), s. 1, 
SUB-SE*TION 2; 8. 19, suB-secTIONS 2, 7. 


The defendants, who were manufacturers of records for the mechani- 
cal reproduction of music, gave notice to the composer of a song pul: 
lished with pianoforte accompaniment that they intended to make 
records of the music, and paid him the royalties prescribed by the 
Copyright Act, 1911. They caused copies of the music to be made 
adapted for orchestral performance, for the purpose of making the 
records. 

Held, that such copies were an infringement of the plaintiffs’ copy- 
right in the song, and that all the records so made with the original 
matriz must be delivered up to be destroyed. 

Appeal by the defendants from a decision of Neville, J. (1914, 
2 Ch. 124). The plaintiffs, a firm of music publishers, were the owners 
of the copyright in a song by Herman Lohr, entitled ‘‘ Where my 
caravan has rested,’’ published by them with a pianoforte accompani- 
ment in 1909. The defendants, who were manufacturers of gramophone 
records, in March, 1913, gave notice to the composer and the plaintiffs, 
in accordance with the Copyright Act, 1911, s. 19, that they 
intended to make records of the song, and paid the composer the 
royalties to which he was entitled under the Act. For the purpose 
of making the record, they desired an orchestral accompaniment, and 
upon their instructions copies of the music were made, with alterations 
in the score to adapt it to performance by eight different instruments 
—flute, violin, cornet, clarionet, and others. The defendants, having 
produced the record with orchestral score, made no further use of the 
copies. The plaintiffs then brought this action for an injunction, for 
delivery up of copies, and for damages. By the Copyright Act, 1911, 
s. 19 sub-section 2, it is not an infringement of copyright in a 
musical work for any person to make records, or other contrivances, 
by means of which the work may be mechanically performed if such 
person proves that such contrivances have been made with the con- 
sent of the owner of the copyright, and that he has given the pre- 
scrjbed notice of his intention to make the contrivances and paid the 
required royalties. By sub-section 7, in the case of musical works pub- 
lished before the Act came into force, all the rights connected with 
mechanical reproduction are to belong to the author, and not to the 
assignee, of the copyright, and the royalties are to be paid to him. 
Nevitte, J., held that the plaintiffs’ action succeeded, granted the 
injunction, and made an order for the delivery up and destruction of 
all the records created. The defendants egpeaieds 
Tus Court dismissed the appeal. 


Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., having stated the material facts, pro- 
ceeded :—There had been a considerable discussion in court as to 
whether or not it was an infringement of copyright, before the Act 
of 1911, to make one copy of a work. His lordship thought it was 
so; that was clearly laid down in Novello v. Ludlow (12 C B. 177). 
But even if the contrary could have been suggested, that argument 
was destroyed by the definition of copyright in the Act of 1911. The 
defendants, therefore, were undoubtedly guilty of an infringement of 
copyright. They sought to justify it under section 19 of the Act as 
having been done in exercise of the right of mechanical reproduction 
with alterations. It was true that the composer, and not the plaintiffs, 
had the mechanical reproduction rights, but it was a long step to say 
that, in order to exercise those rights, the plaintiffs’ copyright might 
be infringed. It was said that section 19 would be inoperative if that 
were not so, but the defendants could have made a record using the 
pianoforte accompaniment. There was nothing whatever to justify the 
defendants in doing what they had done. The right of reproduction 
was subject to certain qualifications under section 2 of the Act, but 
none of them applied to the present case. The authorities cited 
justified the court in saying that the records had been produced by 
means of an infringing copy, and they must be delivered up for 











tice—is really an index to other parts of the work, and Part IV, 


destruction. The appeal would be dismissed with costs. 
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Kennepy and Swinren Eapy, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
same effect, the latter observing that when the defendants had written 
out the band parts, at that moment they had infringed the plaintiffs’ 
copyright. The subsequent use made of this score made no difference. 
—Counset, HE. J. MacGillivray; 8. O. Henn Collins. Sovicitors, 


Pollock & Co.; Withers, Benson, & Co. 
[Reported by H. Laweroanp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re WORLD OF GOLF (LIM.). Neville, J. 13th October. 
Companx—-Winpinc-up—Petirion By JupGment Crepiror—Courts 

(Emerncency Powers) Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 78). 

An order for compulsory winding-up is not an execution within the 
meaning of section 1, sub-section (1) (a), of the Courts (Emergency 
Powers) Act, 1914, nor are taxed costs a sum of money within the mean 
ing of the latter part of sub-section (b) of that section to which the Act 
applied. 

in this case a judgment creditor was petitioning for an order to 
wind up a company compulsorily under the Companies (Consolidation) 
Act, 1908 (8 Ed. 7, c. 69). The judgment was obtained in a copy- 
right action which had been brought against the company early in the 
year: EH. W. Savory (Limited) v. The World of Golf (Limited) (58 
Soxictrors’ JouRNAL, p. 70). Last April the company was ordered to 
pay the costs of the interlocutory proceedings. Subsequently, in April, 
debentures were issued by the company. Judgment was given againet 
the company at the end of June, and the certificate of taxed costs 
was issued at the end of July. Meanwhile an action was commenced 
by the debenture holders, and on the 17th of July an order for the 
appointment of a receiver was made by consent. The company was 
insolvent. This petition was presented on the 4th of August and was 
unopposed. On the 3lst of August the Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 78), was passed. The questions raised 
by counsel were whether under this section the right of the judgment 
creditor to have the company wound up was affected. Was the 
winding-up an execution within the meaning of sub-section (a)? Were 
taxed costs a ‘‘sum of money” to which sub-section (b) applied ? 

Nevitte, J.—I decide both these questions in the negative. I do 
not think a winding-up is an execution within the meaning of sub 
section (a). I do not think the Act applies to this case. I accordingly 
make the usual winding-up order.—Counset, Peterson, K.C., and 
Wright Taylor. Soxicrrors, Peacock d Goddard, for Beven, Han- 
cock & Uc., Bristol. 

(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


. . > 
High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
DURRELL v, GREAD, Sciutton,J. 16th October. 
LANDLORD AND TENANT—NON-PAYMENT OF Rent—Ricut or Re-eENTRY— 

MoratoriuM—PostPoNEMENT OF Payments Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, 

c. 11), s. 1 (1). 

Where by the Postponement of Payments Act, 1914, and the procla 
mation thereunder, a tenant is excused the payment of rent until a 
date fixed by the Proclamation, the landlord cannot, during the period 
of the moratorium, sue for recovery of possession, as his right of re- 
entry is gone, 

The plaintiffs claimed against the defendant to recover the sum of 
£50 as arrears of rent, and also possession of nine dwelling-houses in 
Wade’s-place, Mile End. The leases of the premises in question were 
dated in 1899, and rent had been paid up to Sons, 1913. The rent was 
payable quarterly, and there was the usual proviso for re-entry on 
non-payment for twenty-one days. The defendant did not pay the rent 
due at Michaelmas, 1913, nor for twenty-one days after, nor the instal 
ments subsequently due. The landlords did not exercise their right to 
re-enter, nor did they waive it. War broke out on the 4th of August, 
1914, and by the Postponement of Payments Act, 1914, s. 1 (1), 
and the Proclamation issued thereunder on the 6th of August, all pay- 
mente which became payable between the 6th of August and the 4th of 
September were deemed to become payable one month after the day on 
which the payment originally became due, or on the 4th of September, 
1914, whichever was the later date. The writ in the action was issued 
on the 25th of August. It was admitted, on behalf of the plaintiffs, 
that the rent was not recoverable by reason of the moratorium, but it 
was submitted that the plaintiffs were entitled to recover possession. 
It was contended on behalf of the defendant that as no rent was payable, 
the right of re-entry was gone. 

Scrutron, J., in the course of his judgment, said two questions arose, 
The first was whether, by a writ issued on the 25th of August, the 
In his view the question was whether 
It was clear that, by reason of 
























plaintiffs could recover the rent. 
it was due at the date of the writ. 
the moratorium, it was not, and therefore the plaintiffs could not 


recover the rent. The plaintiffs then claimed the right to recover pos- 
session, and it was contended that, while Parliament might say that 
the plaintiffs should not have their rent, the court ought to find clear 
words before depriving them of their right to possession. It seemed 
clear that the courts fad always treated the right of re-entry ae an 
auxiliary proviso to secure the payment of rent : Howard v. Fanshawe 


(1895, 2 Ch. 581). He found a difficulty in believing that Parliament 


would suspend the principal obligation and leave the auxiliary security 
still standing, as to do so would be to defeat the object of the Act and 
Proclamation. He felt the force of the argument that a man with a 
vested right should not be deprived of it except by clear words, but a 
vested right could always be destroyed by payment of rent, and there- 
fore he thought it might be destroyed by Parliament destroying the 
principal right. No rent was payable when the writ was issued, and 
consequently the right of re-entry was gone. There must be judgment 
for the defendant.—Counsm, A. H. Forbes; F. Watt. SoLiciTors, 
Forbes & Son; 8. A. Clench & Co. 

[Reported by Leonanp 0. Tomas, Barrister-at-Law.) 


ROBINSON & CO. v. CONTINENTAL INSURANCE CO, OF 
MANNHEIM, Bailnache, J. 14th and 16th October. 


Action Acainst—PLaintirrs Britisn Sussects—Ricut 
Ricur or DerenDANTs TO 


ALigen ENEMY 
or PLAINTIFFS TO PROCEED WITH ACTION 
APPEAR—COSTS. 

There is no rule of common law which suspends an action in which 
an alien enemy is defendant, or prevents his appearing and conducting 
has defence 

Quire, whether the defendant, if successful, would be entitled to his 
costs bejore the conclusion of the war, 


This was a summons taken out in the commercial court cn behalf of 
che defendant asking tor a postponement o1 the trial of the action on 
che ground that the defendant company was an allen enemy. Lhe 
sumunons was adjourned into open court lor argument, as the point 
raised was one o1: great importance. ‘Lhe action was brought by the 
plaintifis, who were British subjects, upon a policy of marine insurance 
effected before the war, and the pleadings were ciosed before the war. 
ihe elfect of the war was to make the defendant company an alien 
enemy. it was contended on behalf of the detendants that by the 
common law of England all actions between British subjects ana alien 
enemies were suspended during the war; and, further, that an alien 
enemy could not appear and ve heard in the English courts during 
hostilities. It was submitted on behalf of the plaintitfs that the rwe 
was contined to cases where the alien enemy was plaintiff, Cur, adv, 
vult, 

BaiLHACcHE, J., in the course of his judgment, said he thought there 
Was abundance of authority tor the proposition that an alien enemy, if 
objection was taken by the defendant, could not sue as a plaintau in 
che English courts, and could not proceed with an action pending in 
those courts while the state of hostilities, which made him an aitien 
enemy, lasted. He thought it was equally true that a defendant alien 
enemy could not, during une continuance o1 the war, prosecute a counter- 
claim. ‘Lhe question was whether the converse held good, and the same 
rule obtainea when an alien enemy was defendant. If one considered 
the reason for the rule that an alien enemy cannot sue or prosecute his 
action during hostilities, it would appear that on principle the rule 
ought to be confined to those cases where the alien enemy was plaintiff, 
The reason why an alien enemy could not proceed with his action 
against a British subject during hostilities was founded upon the 
assumption that when two countries were at war, all the subjects of 
each country were at war, and it was contrary to public policy tor the 
courts of tnis country to render any assistance to an alien enemy to 
enforce rights which, but tor the war, he would be entitled to entorce 
to his own advantage, and to the detriment of a subject of this country. 
But to hold that a subject's right of suit was suspended against an 
alien enemy was to injure a* british subject and to favour an alien 
enemy, and to defeat the object and reason of the suspensory rule, and 
to turn a disability into a reliet. He knew of no modern English 
authority on the point, except a statement by Lord Davey in the case 
of Janson v. Driesontein Gotd Mining Uo. (Lamited) (1902, A. C. 484), 
where he laid down three rules whicn he said were established in our 
common law, and expressed the third rule thus: ‘‘ The third rule is 
chat, if a loss has taken place before the commencement of hostilities, 
the mght of action on a policy of insurance, by which the goods were 
insured, is suspended during the continuance of war, and revived on the 
restoration of peace.’’ If tnat was a correct expression of the rule, it 
covered by its terms the case of an alien enemy defendant, as well as 
an alien enemy plaintiff. lt was not the decision of the House of 
words, and it seemed to him that the statement of the rule by Lord 
Davey was expressed in too wide terms. He had been referred to 
several American authorities, from which it appeared to be clear that 
an alien enemy may be sued during the continuance of hostilities : De 
Jarnette v. Li Giversville (56 Missouri Rep. 440), McVeigh v. United 
States (11 Wallace Rep. 259). There was also a passage in Bacon's 
Abridgment (vol. 1, p. 183) where the law was thus stated; The plea 
of an alien enemy is a bar to a bill for relief in equity, as well as to 
an action at law, but it would seem not sustainable to a mere bill for 
discovery ; for as an alien may be sued at law, and may have process 
to compel the appearance of his witnesses, so he may have the benefit 
of a discovery.’ Fortified by that passage, and by the American deci- 
sions, and by his view of the reason for the rule, which forbade an alien 
enemy to sue, he was of opinion that the rule was confined to cases in 
which the enemy was plaintiff, and that war did not suspend an 
action against a defendant alien enemy. The next question was : Could 
he appear and defend either personally or by counsel? His lordship 
thought he could. To allow an action against an alien enemy to pro- 
ceed, and to refuse to allow him to appear and defend himself, would 
be opposed to the fundamental valeaiaie of justice. No state of war 





could, in his opinion, demand or justify the condemnation by a civil 
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court of a man unheard. He therefore came to the conclusion that 
there was no rule of the common law which suspended an action in 
which an alien enemy was defendant, and no rule of the common law 
which prevented his appearing and conducting his defence. It might 
be that the war had so hampered the defendants in the preparation of 
their case that it would be right to grant them a postponement, and if 
any application was made to postpone the trial on grounds of that 
character it would be dealt with on its merits. He knew nothing of 
the merits of the case, and it might be that the defence would succeed. 
In that case a question would arise as to costs. He would hear argu 
ment about it if the point did arise, but as at present advised he did 
not think he ought to make any order which would entitle the defen 
dants to payment of costs until after the war. He mentioned the point 
because, in considering his judgment, it occurred to him as a possible 
difficulty in the way of allowing the action to proceed. He thought, 
however, the difficulty, if it arose, was sufficiently met by suspending 
the defendants’ right to issue execution.—CounseL, Theobald Mathew; 
Raeburn. Sorscrrors, Waltons & Co.; Lowless & Co. 
[Reported by Leonanp O. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 

IN PRIZE, 


“THE MARIE GLAESER.” Evans, P. 16th Sept. 


Prize Law—Suirvingc—Enemy Suir—Carture on THE Hicn Seas— 
IGNoRANCE OF DecLaRaTiON oy WarR—Hacue Conrerence, 1907—Con 
VENTION VI., ART. 5—Prize—NevutTRaL Ricurs wnver Enemy FLac— 
Ricut or Amn Enemy to AppgeaR In Prize Court—KInp oF 
Arripavit Requikep—SHAREHOLDERS—NEUTRAL MortToaGEers—ReJEc 
TION OF MortcaGrrs’ CLAIMS—CLAIMANTS FOR PRICE OF NECESSARIES 

Bounty or THe Crown. 

Germany cannot pray in aid Article 3 of Convention VI. of the Hague 
Conference, 1907, to prevent her ships taken without knowledge of the 
war from being confiscated, seeing that she refused to be bound by the 
article. 

Quaere, how far the conventions of the Hague Conference are 
applicable and binding in the Prize Court of this country. 

Under Order Ill., rule 5, of the Prize Court Rules an 
alien enemy must set out the facts which entitle him in special circum- 
stances to come to the court and to enter an appearance. 

The Panaja Drapaniotisa (Spinks, 336) followed. 

Where there is nothing in the affidavit to shew that the hostile char- 
acter of the enemy has been suspended in any way by flag of truce, 
cartel, pass or other act of public authority which puts him in the King’s 
peace pro hac vice, he is totally ex lege, and cannot be heard, and Lis 
appearance must in such a case be struck out. 

See The Hoop (1 CA. Hob. 196, at p. 201). 

The property in a ship is governed by its flag, and shareholders, in- 
cluding neutrals and British subjects, must take the risk of the. flag. 
The aheschehilore who are British subjects or neutrals, and also the 
claimants for necessaries and disbursements, should put their case 
before the Crown, and rely on its exercise of the prerogative of bounty. 
A claim by mortgagees, although they are neutrals or British subjects, 
on an enemy ship, will not save such ship from condemnation, and such 
a claim must accordingly be rejected and the mortgagees left to petition 
jor an exercise of the bounty of the Crown. 

The Ariel (11 Moo. P. C. ¢. 119) and The Tobago (5 Ch. Rob. 218) 
followed. 

The Declaration of Paris, 1856, only deals with the merchandise 
carried in ships, and cannot be taken in any way to countenance the 
contention that neutral mortgagees of the vessels themselves should 
have a rule of law created for their protection. The interpretation of 
the Declaration of Paris, 1856, by Prize tribunals does not in any case 
give countenance to such a contention. The case of Der Turner in the 
Prize Court of France, as reported in Barboux, Jurisprudence du 
Conseil des Prix, p. 76, and the case of The Hampton, Supreme Court 
of the United States of America (76 U.S. Rep. (5 Wall) 372), and many 
other cases, support this view. 


In this case the screw steamer Marie Glaeser, a German vessel regis- 
tered at Rostock, and owned by a limited company domiciled at Rostock, 
left Bristol for Archangel in ballast on the lst of August. On the 4th 
of August she put into Barry for bunker coal, and left the same day 


at 1 p.m., and was captured on the 5th of August on the high seas 
by H.M.S. Gibralter, when the master first became aware of the 
outbreak of war between England and Germany. By Article 3 of the 
Hague Convention, 1907, relative to the status of enemy merchant ships 
at the outbreak of hostilities, ‘‘ Enemy merchant ships which left their 
last port of departure before the commencement of the war and are 
encountered on the high seas whilst still ignorant of the outbreak of 
hostilities a not be confiscated. They are merely liable to be de- 
tained on condition that they are restored after the war without pay- 
ment of compensation, or to be requisitioned or even destroyed on pay- 
ment of compensation, but in such case provision must be made for the 
safety of the persons on board as well as the preservation of the ship’s 








papers.”” The Solicitor-General submitted that Germany had 
refused to be bound by this clause, and that accordingly this vessel 
should be condemned. Counsel for the owners and for a British share 
holder, and for others claiming for necessaries, disbursements, and 
brokerage referred to The ’hunizx (1854, Spinks, 6) as entitling him to 
appear and be heard. Counsel for the mortgagees of the vessel itself con- 
tended that the Crown should, out of the moneys realized by the sale 
of the vessel, pay off their mortgage moneys. The failure of Germany 
to enter into reciprocal arrangements giving effect to the Hague Con- 
vention could not be a satisfactory reason for involving neutrals in 
loss. The Crown contended that the claims of individual shareholders, 
even if they were British subjects, could not be recognized in respect 
of a vessel under an enemy flag, and that the mortgagees’ claim was 
quite unprecedented, the contrary having been decided in the case 
of a bottomry bondholder who was in the same position as these mort- 
gagees, there being no “ property ’’’ in the mortgagees in such a case 
as the present : The T'abago (1814, 5 Ch. Rob. 218). 


Srr Samurt Evans, President.—This is a case of a German 
vessel with a German master, German crew, and flying the 
German flag. The date of the capture was the 5th of August, 
the day following the outbreak of hostilities. Ags the ship 
had left Barry during the 4th of August, I will assume that 
the master was unaware, when he was stopped by H.M.S. Gibraltar, 
that war had been declared. No doubt questions will arise at some 
time or other as to how far the conventions of the Hague Conference 
are applicable and binding upon this court generally. But no question 
arises to-day, since the only article that could have been prayed in 
aid would have been Article 3 of Convention VI. In any case, however, 
the German Empire cannot claim the benefit of this article, since 
Germany refused to be a party to it, as was referred to last week in 
the case of The Perkeo (ante, p. 852). The exception provided by 
the Hague Conference, therefore, does not apply, and, consequently, 
by international law, the ship is a fit subject for condemnation, and I 
make an order for her appraisement and sale. It is necessary, how- 
ever, to consider the various claims which have been advanced by differ- 
ent classes of persons. First of all, there is an appearance at the 
request of persons who are acting as agents of the owners—admittedly 
Germans. It is sufficient for me to repeat to-day what 1 said last 
week in the case of The Chile (ante, p- ), that the affidavit filed is 
altogether insufficient to show any claim by which the enemy owner 
has a right to come before the court. The rule is clear (Prize Court 
Rules, Order III., rule 5): ‘‘ An alien enemy shali, before entering an 
appearance, file in the registry an affidavit stating the ground of his 
claim.’”” That does not mean an affidavit merely stating his conten- 
tions, but showing facts which in the special circumstances entitle him 
to come to the court and to enter an appearance; see The Panaja 
Drapaniotisa (Spinks, 336). The deponent must state what is 
the exact position of the owners, their status, their nationality, the 
nature of their claims, and the special circumstances to be considered 
in their behalf. See also The Felicity (2 Dods. 381), The Froija (Spinks, 
37), and The Hoop (1 Ch. Rob. 196), in the last named of which occurs 
the following passage in the judgment, on p. 200 : ‘‘ In the law of almost 
every country the character of alien enemy carries with it a disabilit 
to sue, or to sustain, in the language of the civilians, a persona standi 
in judicio. The peculiar law of our own country applies this principle 
with great rigour. The same principle is received in our courts of the 
law of nations. They are so far British courts that no man can sue 
therein who is a subject of the enemy, unless under particular circum- 
stances that pro hdc vice discharge him from the character of an enemy, 
such as his coming under a flag of truce, a cartel, a pass, or some 
other act ’of public authority that puts him in the King’s peace pro 
hac vice. ut otherwise he is totally ex lege"; and see 
Story’s Prize Law, p. 21. In the present case there is 
nothing to shew that the hostile character of the enemy owners 
has been suspended in any way, and there is no reference to any licence 
to trade, pass, or anything else of a similar kind which would support 
the claim of an alien enemy to appear. The affidavit is, therefore, 
clearly insufficient, and there are no special or sufficient circumstances 
for granting Mr. Noad’s application. The appearance on behalf of 
the owners cannot stand and must be struck out. As to the appear- 
ance on behalf of the shareholders, if they are alien enemies their 
property must go according to international law, as the ship was under 
the enemy flag. And this rule also applies even though some of the 
shareholders are neutrals or even British subjects. The property in 
the ship is governed by the flag, and the shareholders have taken the 
risk by which they must abide. Perhaps the shareholders who are not 
alien enemies may put their case before the Crown and rely = its 
exercise of its prerogative of bounty. With that, however, I have 
nothing to do. hat I have said as to shareholders applies with the 
same, or perhaps with greater, force to the claims for necessaries and 
disbursements. There is no reason to believe that the Crown will act 
with less generosity than in former times, and, as the Solicitor-General 
has intimated, if claims are put forward by British subjects, and if they 
are proved to be made bond fide, no doubt they will be satisfied. As to 
the claims of the mortgagees, I will reserve my judgment. Cur adv. 
vult. 


Sept. 16.—Sir Samvet Evans, Prestpent.—A claim has been made on 
behalf of certain mortgagees who are neutrals—a limited liability com- 
pany in Holland—that a sufficient sum out of the proceeds of sale of 
the prize should be set aside to satisfy the amount which might be 
found due to the mortgagees, on the ground that they were, as neutrals, 
entitled to have their property or interests protected. It has been 
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contended on their behalf by counsel (1) that no case in an English 
Prize Court had dealt with the claim of a neutral mortgagee in a 
sense adverse to the claim now put forward; (2) that the decisions in 
our Prize Courts touching liens, as, for example, in the case of T'he 
Tobago (5 Ch. Rob. 218), were not applicable to the case of mortgages, 
on the ground that some kind of “ property ’’ in the ship passed to and 
vested in mortgagees ; and (3) that in any event, at the present day, 
the international law of prize should be extended and applied so as 
to protect mortgages held by neutrals in accordance with what he con- 
tended was the policy and principle upon which the Declaration of 
Paris was founded. After stating the nature of the mortgage, and 
referring to The Aina (Spinks, 8) as an authority that the claim of a 
neutral mortgagee could not be sustained, the President said :—With 
regard to the authorities generally, the first and leading case usually 
referred to is The Tobago (ubi sup.). The claimant in that case was a 
British subject. The claim was founded upon a bottomry bond on a 
French vessel executed by her master to the claimant before hostilities 
between Great Britain and France had commenced. The claim was re- 
jected upon the broad ground that the court recognised no liens upon 
a captured vessel, with the special exception of some liens attaching 
by the general law of the mercantile world independently of contract. 
As Lord Stowell said : ‘‘ Those lending money on such security take 
this security subject to all the chances incident to it and, amongst the 
rest, the chances of war. But it is said that the captor takes cum 
onere, and therefore that this obligation would devolve upon him. That 
he is held to take cum onere is undoubtedly true, as a rule which is to 
be understood to apply where the onus is immediately and visibly in- 
cumbent upon it. A captor who takes the cargo of an enemy on board 
the ship of a friend takes it liable to the freight due to the owner 
of the ship, because the owner of the ship has the cargo in his posses 
sion, subject to that demand by the general law, independent of all 
contract. By that law he is not bound to part with it but on payment 
of freight ; A being in possession can detain it by his own authority, 
and wants not the aid of any court for that purpose. These are all 
characters of the jus in re—of an interest directly and visibly residing 
in the substance of the thing itself. But it is a proposition of a much 
wider extent which affirms that a mere right of action is entitled to 
the same favourable consideration in its transfer from the neutral to a 
captor. It is very obvious that claims of such a nature may be so 
framed as that no powers belonging to this court can enable it to 
examine them with effect. They are private contracts passing between 
parties who may have an interest in colluding; the captor has no access 
whatever to the original private understanding of the parties informing 
such contracts, and it is therefore unfit that he should be affected by 
them. His rights of capture act upon the property, without regard to 
secret liens possessed by third parties. In like manner his rights 
operate on no such liens where the property itself is protected from 
capture ; indeed, it would be almost impossible for the captor to discover 
such liens in the possession of the enemy upon property belonging to 
a neutral. The consequence, therefore, of allowing generally the privi 
lege here claimed would be that the captor would be subject to the 
disadvantage of having neutral liens set up to defeat his claims upon 
hostile property, whilst he could never entitle himself to any advan- 
tage from hostile liens upon neutral property. This court therefore ex 
cludes all consideration of liens or incumbrances of this species.’”’ The 
passages just quoted were expressly adopted by the Privy Council in 
1857 in The Ariei (11 Moo. P. C. C. 119), and the substance of the 
decision *n this last case is succinctly stated towards the end of the 
judgment delivered by Sir John Patteson as follows : ‘‘ Liens, whether 
in favour of a neutral on an enemy’s ship, or in favour of an enemy on 
a neutral ship, are equally to be disregarded in a Court of Prize.”” It 
has been contended that a claim under a mortgage is in some essential 
respects different from that under a bottomry bond. It may be noted 
that by the municipal law of this country the claim of a mortgagee, 
whether in possession or not, ranks below the claims of persons who 
have maritime liens on the mortgagor’s ship, for example, for bottomry, 
salvage, and wages: see The Duke of Bedford (2 Hagg. Ad. 294); The 
Bold Buccleugh (7 Moo. P. C. 267); The Mary Ann (L. R. 1 A. & 
E. 8); The Feronia (L. R. 2 A. & E. 65); and The Ripon City (1897, 
P. 226). So, if the mortgagees of the Marie Glacser had been British 
subjects, and the effect of the mortgage depended on British law, The 
Tobago would be an authority @ fortiori against their claim. As to the 
contention that the mortgagees in the present case have, by virtue of 
the mortgage, some kind of “ property ” in 7'he Marie Glaeser, no in 
formation has been given to the court as to the exact meaning of the 
word ‘‘ property ’’ so used, or as to its nature, or whether it imports 
some kind of ‘‘ownership’’ of the vessel. By our own statute law, 
“‘except as far as may be necessary for making a mortgaged ship or 
share available as a security for the mortgage debt, the mortgagee 
shall not by reason of the mortgage be deemed the owner of the ship 
or share, nor shall the mortgagor be deemed to have ceased to be the 
owner thereof ’’ (Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. s. 34). Whether 
the German law as to mortgages substantially differs from ours. or 
what the German law on the subject may be, this court declines to 
inquire. To do so is no part of the duty of a Court of Prize. This 
is clearly shewn by Lord Stowell in his judgment in The Marianna 
(6 Ch. Rob. 24), which was a claim by a neutral on a lien for unpaid 
purchase money. It is not profitable to gness what is the effect of 
the German mortgage deed; but there is certainly nothing upon the 
face of it which indicates any transfer of ownership, or anything other 
than a charge for the mortgage debt. Portions of the conditions seem 
to negative anything of the kind. The truth is that capture of enemy 
vessels at sea during war would be a hazardous and almost worthless 
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right of belligerents if the captors were confronted with such claims 
as are put forward in this case, or if mortgages gave to mortgagees 
rights prior to those of the captors. [The President then dealt with 
the argument that the law had been extended in favour of neutral 
mortgagees by the Declaration of Paris, but held that this had no 
application to the case, and after referring to various foreign authori- 
ties by all of which the claims of mortgagees had been rejected, namely, 
The Hampton (ubi supra), and The Battle (73 U. 8. Rep. (6 Wall.) 498), 
in the latter of which in the Supreme Court of the United States 
Nelson, J., in delivering the judgment, said: ‘‘ The principle is too 
well settled that capture as prize of war, jure belli, overrides all previ- 
ous liens to require examination,”’ and The Carlos F. Roses (177 U. 8. 
Rep. (70 Davis) 655), and to the case of the Prussian ship Der Turner 
in the Prize Court of France in 1870 (ubi supra), and the Japanese 
cases of The Nigretia and The Russia (Takahashi, pp. 551, 557), he said] ; 
The court has no hesitation in pronouncing that upon the authorities, 
upon principle, and upon grounds of convenience and practice the claim 
of the neutral mortgagees of this captured vessel must be rejected. There 
is also another broad ground, which can be shortly stated, upon which 
the claimants could not succeed in any view of their rights. Even 
assuming that they had a ‘‘ property ’’ in the vessel, or even if they 
had rights of ownership and could properly be regarded as the owners 
of the whole or any part of the vessel, the fact that the vessel was 
sailing under the German flag, with papers entitling her to do so, and 
navigated by a German master in the commerce of the German Empirs, 
would be fatal to their claim : see The Vigilantia (Roscoe, vol. 1, 31); 
The Vrow Elizabeth (5 Ch. Rob. 2); Vhe Industrie (Spinks, 
44). The doctrine is summed up in Hall’s International Law, 6th ed., at 
p. 498, and it is confirmed, in my opinion, by the quotation made ky 
the Solicitor-General in hig argument from Westlake’s International 
Law, part 2, 169. The costs are entirely in my discretion; and as 
the decision in this case governs a number of other cases, I shall make 
no order against the mortgagees to pay them. Ship condemned as prize 
of war and ordered to be appraised and sold.—Counsen, Sir 8. 0. 
Buckmaster, 8.G., and G. W. Ricketts; Lewis Noad; Leslie Scott, K.C., 
and Darby. Soricrrors, T'reasury Solicitor, for the Crown; Light 
bound, Owen, 4: Maclvor, for the mortgagees; 7'homas Cooper & Co., 
for the owners and various other parties interested in necessaries, &c. 
{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Bankruptcy Cases. 

Re ARNOLD, Ex parte HEXT. C.A. No.1. 29th July. 
Bankruprcy—Practrice—ApreaLts—Money’s Wortn Invotven Nor 
Over £50—Banxrvuptcy Ruves, 1886-1914, r. 129 (1) (A) 

Rule 129 (1) (a), which forbids the bringing of an appeal without 
leave where it is apparent from the proceedings that the money or 
money's worth involved does not exceed £50, applies to the money's 
worth involved in the proceedings before the Court of Appeal, not to 
the amount originally claimed by the notice of motion in the court of 

first instance, 

Judgment of the Divisional Court (reported 58 Soricitors’ Journan, 
635) reversed. 7 

Appeal from the decision of Horridge and Atkins, JJ., given on the 
23rd of May (reported ante, Vol. 58, p. 635). ‘The proceedings 
originally began in 1911 with a claim in the Chelmsford County Court 
by the trustee for two sums of £126 and £55. The county court judge 
made an order for the payment of £13 5s. 9d. In 1913 the trustee got 
an order for a re-hearing, and put in a fresh notice of motion, which 
involved an amount of £700. The judge again made an order for £13 5s. 9d 
only, but condemned the respondent to pay the costs of both motions. 
The respondent appealed without leave to the Divisional Court, 
where objection was taken that no appeal lay without leave under rule 
129 (1) (a) : ‘‘ No appeal shall be brought without the leave of the court 
or of the Court of Appeal from any order made by consent or as to costs 
only, or from any order relating to property when it is apparent from 
the proceedings that the money or money's worth involved does not 
exceed £50.’’ The Divisional Court overruled the objection, on the ground 
that over £50 was involved before the county court; and allowed the 
appeal. The trustee appealed, and his counsel contended that it was clear 
from the use of the present tense in the sentence “‘ does not exceed 
£50,”’ that the rule referred to the amount involved before the Court of 
Appeal, not that which had been involved before the county court. 
Counsel for the respondent contended that ‘‘ the proceedings’ included 
the proceedings in the court below, and cited Re Bverson (1904, 2 K.B. 
619) in support of that construction. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This case raises a question of jurisdiction. 





The application in the county court raised two distinct points, the com- 
bined effect of which was that much over £50 was involved. The 
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county court judge did not grant the greater part of the application, 
and made an order for the payment of £13 5s. 9d. From that order, 
the only operative part of which was for payment of £13 5s. 9d., the 
respondent appealed to the Divisional Court, not having asked for leave 
to appeal, either from the county court or the Divisional Court. On 
that appeal objection was taken that it was apparent from the pro- 
ceedings that the money or money's worth involved did not exceed £50 
and therefore by rule 129 (1) (a) there was no right of appeal. Look 
ing at the order of the county court judge, the only matter that I can 
see to which the appeal related was the sum of £13 5s. 9d. It was 
argued that, if you go back to the original notice of motion, you see that 
more than £50 was involved. I, however, think that the plain mean- 
ing of the rule is that where no more than £13 5s. 9d. can be dealt 
with on the appeal, the leave of the court must be obtained. I can see 
nothing contrary to that in Re Everscn; there only £16 was in ques 
tion. It was further urged that the costs, if included, brought the 
amount in question on appeal to more than £50, but T think the plain 
and imperative language of the rule is against that contention. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J.—The question here is what is the true con- 
struction of rule 129 (1) (a). I think that, first, you must exclude 
costs, and then ‘“‘the money or money's worth involved’? must be 
construed to mean “‘ involved in the apneal."’ ‘‘ Does not exceed £50”’ 
does not mean did not exceed £50 when proceedings were originally 
taken in the county court. ‘‘ Apparent from the proceedings "’ does not 
restrict one to looking at the order alone ; it may be apparent from the 
proceedings that more than £50 is involved—e.q., in the case of claims 
for periodical payments such as rent. In this case, however, it is clear, 
both from the order and the proceedings, that less than £50 is involved. 
In Re Everson this question did not arise, because only £16 was 
involved. 

Picxrorp, L.J.—It is admitted that the property affected by the 
appeal is only £13 5s. 9d. The question is whether rule 129 (1) (a) 
refers to the amount involved in the appeal or in the county court. 7 
think it clear that the words ‘“ when it is apparent from the proceed 
ings’’ mean apparent to the Court of Appeal, and that the words 
‘the money or money's worth involved does not exceed £50" mean 
involved before the Court of Appeal. I agree that one may look at all 
the proceedings, because an order for a small amount may sometimes 
involve large sums; but it is only necessary to look bevond the order 
anpealed from in order to see whether the amount involved before the 
Court of Appeal exceeds £50 or not.—Counset, Tindale Davis; FB. W. 
Hansell. Soricrtrors, Beaumont & Bright, Maldon: Wood, Nash & Co., 
for J. H. Hext, Torquay 

(Reported by P. M. Faixcxe, Barrwsterat-Law.] 


. 7 Ss 
Solicitors’ Cases. 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 
Oct. 20.—Francts Henry Bromwicn, Finsbury House, Blomfield 
street, F.C. 
Oct. 20.—Grerrarn Gunnrtr 
Oct. ?0.—Henry Cecr, Horr, 24, Upper George-street, Bryanston 
aquare, W. 








New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations. 

The London Gazette of the 11th inst. contains the following :— 

. A Proclamation (printed below) dated 14th October, amending the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations, 1914 (58 Soricrrors’ Journat, 
p. 836). 

. An Order in Council, dated 14th October, extending to the Isle of 
Man the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, adapted as set out 
in the Schedule to the Order. 

3. .. Notification from the Foreign Office (printed below) that deposits 
of British subjects in German banks are not subject to seizure. 
4. A Notification from the Foreign Office (printed below) as to Russian 
Prize Courts 
The London Gazette of 20th October contains the following: 





5. An Order in Council, dated 19th October, under the Customs 
(Exportation Prohibition) Act, 1914, varying the Order of 11th 
September as to sugar, and varying and extending the existing 
Proclamations of 5th and 20th August and Order in Council of 
25th September. 


Amendment of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations. 


Wuerras by an Order in Council dated the twelfth day of August, 
nineteen hundred and fourteen, His Majesty wee pleased to make 
regulations (called the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 1914), under 





the Defence of the Realm Act, 1914, for securing the public safety and 
the defence of the realm: ; 


And whereas the said regulations have been amended by further 
Orders in Council dated the first day of September, nineteen hundred 
and fourteen, and the seventeenth day of September, nineteen hundred 
and fourteen : 

And whereas it is expedient further to amend the said regulations in 
manner hereinafter appearing : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased. by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that the following 
amendments be made in the said regulations :— 


1. After Regulation 9 the following regulation shall be inserted :— 

“9a. No person shall, in any prescribed area, have in his 
possession or in premises in his occupation or under his control any 
celluloid or any cinematograph film exceeding the prescribed amount, 
unless he has obtained the prescribed permit and observes all the 
prescribed requirements. 

** Any police constable or any person authorized in writing by the 
Chief Officer of Police may enter, if need be by force, and search 
any premises in which he has reasonable cause to believe that 
celluloid or cinematograph film is kept or stored; and, if the pre- 
scribed permit has not been obtained, or if any of the prescribed 
requirements are not complied with, may remove and destroy any 
euch celluloid or film. 

“For the purpose of this regulation ‘celluloid’ includes the sub- 
stances known as celluloid or xylonite and other similar substances 
containing nitro-cellulose or other nitrated product, but does not 
include celluloid which has been subjected to any aoe 
process : and ‘cinematograph film’ means any film which is intend 
for use in cinematograph or similar apparatus and contains nitro- 
cellulose or other nitrated product : and ‘ prescribed’ means pre- 
scribed by order made by a Secretary of State.” 

. After Regulation 13 the following regulation shall be inserted :— 


“13a. Any person landing or embarking at any place in the 
United Kingdom, on being required to do so by any constable or by 
any aliens’ officer for the purpose of the Aliens iction (Con- 
solidation) Order, 1914, shall make a declaration as to whether or 
not he is carrying or conveying any letters or other written messages 
intended to be transmitted by post or otherwise delivered, and, if so 
required, shall produce to the constable or officer any such letters or 
messages; and any constable or any such officer may search any 
such person and any baggage with a view to ascertaining whether 
such person or the person to whom the baggage belongs is carrying 
or conveying any such letters or messages. 

“The constable or officer may examine any letters or other 
messages so produced to him or found on such search, and, unless 
satisfied that they are of an innocen*+ nature, may transmit them 
to an officer appointed to act as military censor of postal corre- 
spondence.” 


3. After Regulation 16 the following regulations shall be inserted :— 


‘16a. No person shall, without the written permission of the 
Postmaster-General, buy, sell or have in his possession or under 
his control any apparatus for the transmission of messages by wire- 
less telegraphy, or any apparatus intended to be u as a com- 
ponent part of such apparatus; and no person ehall sell any such 
apparatus to any person who has not obtained such permission as 
aforesaid. 

‘For the purposes of thie regulation, any apparatus ordinarily 
used as a distinctive component part of apparatus for the trans- 
mission of messages by wireless telegraphy shall be deemed to be 
intended to be so used unless the contrary is proved.’ 

“168. Where an aliens’ officer for the purposee of the Aliens 
Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 1914, has reason to suspect that 
any person who is about to embark on any ship is attempting to 
leave the United Kingdom for the purpose of communicating 
directly or indirectly with the enemy or with any eubject of any 
state at war with His Majesty, he may prevent the embarkation of 
that person. 

‘“Where any such officer has prevented the embarkation of any 
person he shall report the case to a Secretary of State, and the 
Secretary of State may if he thinks fit by order prohibit that 
person at any time subsequently from leaving the United Kingdom 
6o long as the order is in force, and any person who attempts 
to leave the United Kingdom in contravention of such an order 
shall be deemed to be guilty of a contravention of this regulation.” 

‘‘16c. No person shall without lawful authority transmit, other- 
wise than through the post, or convey to or from the United King- 
dom, any letter or written message from or originating with, or 
to or intended for :— . : 

**(a) any person or body of persons, of whatever nationality, 
resident or carrying on business in any country for the time being 
at war with His Majesty; or , 

““(b) any person or body of persons whose sovereign or state 
is at war with His Majesty, and who resides or carries on business 
in the United Kingdom : : 

“Provided that a person shall not be deemed to be guilty 
of a contravention of this regulation if he proves that he did 
not know, and had no reason to suspect, that the letter or message 
in question was such a letter or message as aforesaid. 

“This regulation is in additior’ to and not in derogation of anr 
provisions contained in the enactments relating to the Post Officr 
and shall not prejudice any right to take proceedings under tho 
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enactments in respect of any transaction which is an offence 
against those enactments.”’ . 


. After Regulation 20 the following regulation shall be inserted :— 


| 


**20a. Every place used for the storage of petroleum (whether | 
| of the 22nd ultimo, His Majesty’s Ambassador at Petrograd reports 


troleum oil or petroleum spirit) within the meaning of the 

etroleum Acts, 1871 to 1879, turpentine, methylated spirit, wood 
naphtha, or any other highly inflammable liquid, exceeding in the 
aggregate one hundred gallons (other than a storage place sunk 
below the level of the ground so as to form a pit) shall be sur 
rounded by a retaining wall or embankment so p mee Be and con 
structed as to form an enclosure which will prevent in any circum 
— the escape of any part of the petroleum or other inflammable 
iquid. 

“*No person shall use or permit to be used, for the storage of 
petroleum or other such ialiemmabie liquid, any premises which 
do not comply with the requirements of this regulation. 

“Provided that no proceedings shall before the first day of 
November, nineteen hundred and fourteen, be taken against any 


Russian Prize Courts. 
Foreign Othee, October 12, 1914. 
With reference to the Notifications which appeared in the Supple- 
mentary London Gazette of the 12th ultimo and the London Gazette 


that Prize Courts of first instance have been established at Cronstadt, 
Sebastopol and Vladivostok, and that the Russian Admiralty Council, 
assisted by members appointed by the Minister of Justice and the 


| Minister for Foreign Affairs, will act as a Court of Appeal in accord- 
| ance with the Regulations in regard to Naval] Prizes issued in 1895. 


ge for a breach of this regulation if it appears that that person | 
as used and is using all due diligence to make the premises | 


comply with this regulation. 
requirements as to the storage of petroleum or other inflammable 


any proceedings in respect of the violation of such requirements. 
5. After Regulation 22 the following regulation shall be inserted :— 


** 22a. No person shall without the written permission of the 
ry ong: naval or military authority, or some person authorised 
by him, ignite or otherwise make use of any fireworks or other 
similar device or any bonfire within the limits of any defended 
harbour or proclaimed area, or at any place where the fireworks 
or other device or bonfire when ignited might be visible from the 
sea. 


British Deposits in German Banks. 


Foreign Office, October 13, 1914. 
According to information received by the United States Ambassador 
from the United States Embassy at Berlin, and communicated by His 
Rxcellency to the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, deposits of 
British subjects in German banks are not subject to seizure. Claims 
to withdraw such deposits will not, however, be entertained by the 
German Courts until further notice, 


Courts (Emergency Powers), England. 
COUNTY COURTS. 

AppiTionaL _Ruies, patep Ocroper 15rn, 1914, mape sy THE Lorp 
CHANCELLOR FOR THE CounTy CoURTS PURSUANT TO THE COURTS 
(Emercency Powers) Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Gro. 5, c. 78). 

The following Rules under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, 
shall apply to the County Courts, in addition to the Courts (Emergency 


- p : - | Powers) Rules, 1914 (herein called the principal Rules). 
‘*Nothing in this regulation shall prejudice the effect of any | owerts) ’ ec I | 


These Rules shall be read and construed with the principal Rules, 


ae : | which shall, as regards the County Courts, have effect subject to the 
liquid lawfully imposed by any local authority, or the taking of | ~ ’ 


modifications thereof contained in these Rules; and expressions used 
herein shall have the same meaning as in those Rules. 

These Rules shall come into force on the 15th day of October, 1914. 

The directions to County Courts issued under the Act, and dated the 
llth and 17th days of September, 1914, are hereby annulled, without 
prejudice to anything already done thereunder; and these Rules shall 
apply to all proceedings pending under the said directions on the day 
when these Rules come into force. 

1, Where a creditor desires to apply under paragraph (a) for leave to 
proceed to the enforcement of any judgment or order by means of an 
order of commitment under the Debtors Act, 1869, he may issue a judg 
ment summons as heretofore, and the issue of such summons shall be 
deemed to be an application made by summons within the meaning 
of paragraph 1 of Rule 3 of the principal Rules. 

Provided that there shall be appended to such summons and served 
therewith a notice in the form in the Appendix hereto. 

Paragraph 1 of Rule 2 of the principal Rules shall not apply to any 
case in which a creditor desires to issue a judgment summons under 
Rule 29 or Rule 30 of Order XXV. of the County Court Rules in a 
Court other than thg Court in which the judgment or order was 


| obtained. 
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2. In the application of Rule 3 of the principal Rules to applications 
to the County Courts for leave to proceed to execution on or otherwise 
to the enforcement of judgments or orders (otherwise than by way 
of judgment summons), the word “summons ’”’ shall mean “ interlocu- 
tory application.”’ ae 

3. Applications under paragraph 1 of Rule 3 of the principal Rules for 
leave to issue execution against goods may be made to the registrar in 
accordance with paragraph 3 of Rule 5 of those Rules. 

An application under paragraph 2 of the said Rule for leave to issue 
execution against goods made at the time of the making of the judgment 
or order may, where the judgment or order is made by the registrar, 
be made to him in accordance with paragraph 3 of Rule 5. 

Any other application under paragraph (a) not in these Rules provided 
for shall be made to the judge. 

4. A summons issued under paragraph 2 of Rule 5 shall be served on 
every person affected thereby four clear days at least before the day 
fixed for the hearing of the summons, unless the judge or registrar 
gives leave for shorter service. Service shall be effected in accordance 
with the County Court Rules as to the service of notice of an interlocu 
tory application. ; 

5. The forms in the Appendix hereto, with such modifications as may 
be necessary, shall be used for notices of applications to and summonses 
issued by the County Courts, in lieu of the forms in the schedule to 
the principal Rules. Every such notice or summons shall have appended 
thereto a note in the form in the said Appendix. 

6. A notice of an application, or a summons (other than a judgment 
summons), shall be prepared by the applicant and filed with the regis- 
trar, with es many copies as there are parties to be served; and the 
registrar shall examine, complete, seal, and where necessary sign the 
same, and shall, where notice of an application under paragraph (a) 
is pursuant to Rule 3 of the principal Rules or to Rule 1 of these 
Rules to be served with the original or judgment summons, annex the 
copy of the notice to the copy summons for service, and shall in any 
other case return the copies of the notice or summons to the applicant 
for service. 

7. An order giving leave to proceed under paragraph (a), if made 
pursuant to paragraph 2 of Rule 3 of the principal Rules at the time 
of the making of the judgment or order, shall be entered in the minute 
book and be included in the judgment or order. 

In any other case, where an order is made under either paragraph (a) 
or paragraph (6), the registrar shall make a note of the order on the 
application or summons, but no order need be drawn up or served 
unless the Court so directs. If the Court so directs, an order shall be 
prepared and sealed by the registrar and delivered to the bailiff, who 
shall within twenty-four hours send the same, by post or otherwise, to 
the party against whom the order is made; but it shall not be necessary 
for the party in whose favour it is made to prove, previously to taking 
proceedings thereon, that it was posted or reached the opposite party. 

8. Where process is issued by or any proceeding taken in the Court 
pursuant to any order made under either paragraph (a) or paragraph (+), 
it shall be stated on the face of the process or proceeding that it is 
issued or taken by leave of the Court. 

The 15th day of Octoh« . 1914. 

(Signed) Haxnaneg, C. 

{The above are in substitution for the rules printed last week.] 

APPENDIX, 
Form I. 
Tie Courts (Emercency Powers) Act, 1914, 
Norice oF APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED TO EXECUTION ON OR 
OTHERWISE FOR THE ENFORCEMENT OF A JUDGMENT OR AN ORDER, 
UNDER PARAGRAPH (1) 


(1.) 
Notice to be annexed to and served with Judqment Summons. 


The Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914. 
In the County Court of holden at 
No. of Plaint. 
No. of J. 8. 
Bet ween 
A.B. Plaintiff 
and 

C.D Defendant. 

Take Notice, that on the hearing of the judgment summons to which 
this notice is annexed I [or we] intend without further notice to apply to 
the Court under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, for leave to 
proceed to the enforcement of the judgment [or order] given [or made] 
against you the Defendant in the above-mentioned action [or matter] on 
the day of by means of an order committing you 
the Defendant to prieon for your default in payment of the sum of £° 
payable in pursuance of the said judgment [or order], and for an order 
providing for the costs of the application. 

Dated this day of 
Plaintiff. 
for 
Plaintiff's Solicitor. } 

To the Registrar of the Court, and 
To the Defendant [naming him) 


Nore. 


The effect of the above-mentioned Act is to prevent execution 


on or the enforcement of the judgment [or order] in question if the 
Court is of opinion that you the Defendant are unable immediately to 
make the payment thereby directed by reason of circumstances attri- 
butable directly or indirectly to the present war. 

If this is the case, or if you have any other cause to show why an order 
committing you to prison sl:ould not be made, you should attend the 
Court at the time and place mentioned in the judgment summons and 
show cause accordingly. 


(2) 

Notice of application for leave to proceed (otherwise than by way of 
judgment summons) where judgment or order already given or made. 
The Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914. 

In the County Court of holden at 
No. of Piaint. 
Between 


and 


A.B. Plaintiff 

C.D. Defendant. 
Take Notice that I [or we] intend to apply under the Courts 

(Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, to the Court [where application is 

intended to be made to the Registrar at his office, add, at the office of the 

Registrar situate at ] on the 

day of at the hour of 

in the noon, for an order that I [or we] may be at 

liberty to proceed to execution on the judgment [or order] given [or made] 

against you the Defendant in this action [or matter] on the 

and £ costs, 


{or, if the application is for the enforcement of the judgment or order 

otherwise than by way of execution, 

for an order that I [or we] may be at liberty to proceed to the enforce- 

ment of the judgment [or order] given [or made] against you the 

Defendant in this action [or matter] on the day of 

for the payment of the sum of £ and £ costs, by 
(state the proceeding which the applicant desires to take)} 


and for an order providing for the costs of the application. 
Dated this day of 
Plaintiff. 
for 
Plaintiff's Solicitor.] 
To the Registrar of the Court. and . 
To the Defendant (naming him) 

Nore.—The effect of the above-mentioned Act is to prevent execution 
on or the enforcement of the judgment [or order] in question if the 
Court is of opinion that you the Defendant are unable immediately to 
make the payment thereby directed by reason of circumstances attri- 
butable directly or indirectly to the present war. It is for you to attend 
in person or by your solicitor at the time and place above mentioned and 
show this to the Court if it is the case. 


(3.) 
Notice of application for leave to proceed where judgment or order not 
yet given or made. 


The Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914. 
In the County Court of holden at 
No. of Plaint 
Between 
Plaintiff 


C.D. Defendant. 

Take Notice, that on the entry of any judgment or the making of any 
order in this action [or matter] for the payment or recovery of a sum of 
money by or from you the Defendant I [or we] intend without any further 
notice to apply to the Court under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 
1914, for leave to proceed to execution on or otherwise to the enforcement 
of such judgment or order, 

and for an order providing for the costs of the application. 

[Or, where a default summons has been issued, and notice of intention 
to defend has not been given, or leave to defend has not been obtained, 
Taxe Notice, that I [or we] intend to apply to the Court at the office of 
the Registrar situate at on the 

day of at the hour of 
in the noon, to have judgment entered up in this action. 

And further take Notice that I [or we] intend at the time and place 
above mentioned to apply without any further notice to the Court under 
the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, for leave to proceed to execu- 
tion on or otherwise to the enforcement of such judgment, and for an 
order providing for the costs of the application.] 

Dated this day of 


AT, ° 
and 


Plaintiff. 
for 
Plaintiff's Solicitor.] 
To the Registrar of the Court, and 


To the Defendant (naming him) 


Norr.—The effect of the above-mentioned Act is to prevent execution 
on or the enforcement of any judgment or order which may be entered 
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or made against you the Defendant in this action [or matter] if the 
Court is of opinion that you are unable immediately to make the pay 


ment thereby directed by reason of circumstances attributable directly 


or indirectly to the present war. It is for you to attend in person or 
by your solicitor at the hearing of this action [or matter] [or at the 


tume and place above mentioned] and show this to the Court if it is the 


case. 


Form II. 
SUMMONS UNDER PARAGRAPH (5) 
[Not to be printed, but to be used as a Precedent.} 


In the County Court of holden at 
In the matter of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914 

To 
ol 

fake Notice, that you are hereby summoned to attend this Court 
w if the application is intended to be made to the Registrar, at the 
office of the Registrar of this Court situate at ] on 
the day of at the hour of 
in the noon, on the hearing of an application on the part 
of of that notwithstanding the 
provisions of Section 1, subsection 1 (), of the above-mentioned Act 
the applicant may be at liberty to exercise the following remedy for 
the purpose of enforcing the payment or recovery of a sum of money 
due from you to the said lor in default of the 
payment or recovery of a sum of money due from you to the said 

], that is to say: 

there state the remedy which the applicant desires to 
in Schedule} 


enforce, 


acco ding 
to exam ple 8 


and for an order providing for the costs of the application. 
Dated this day of 

By the Court 

‘ Registrar. 


Notr.—The Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, provides that 
during its operation certain remedies for the payment or recovery of 
money, or in default of the payment or recovery of money (including 
the remedy above mentioned), shall not be enforced except upon applica 
tion to the Court, and that if on any such application the Court is 
of opinion that time should be given to the person liable to make the 
payment on the ground that he is unable immediately to make the 
payment by reason of circumstances attributable directly or indirectly 
to the present war, the Court may, in its absolute discretion, after 
considering all the circumstances of the case and the position of all 
the parties, by order defer the operation of any such remedies for such 
time and subject to such conditions as the Court thinks fit. 

If you desire to take advantage of the Act you should attend in 
person or by your solicitor at the time and place above mentioned and 
satisfy the Court that your inability to pay is due to such circumstances 

If you do not attend either in person or by your solicitor at the 
time and place above mentioned such order will be made and proceedings 
taken as the Court may tuink just and expedient. 


SCHEDULE. 
may be at liberty to levy a 


(a) That the said 
due from you to him 


distress for rent amounting to 
on premises situate at and known as ; or 

(6) that the said may be at liberty to take, resume 
or enter into possession of certain chattels held by you under a 
hire-purchase agreement made between the said 
and you the said ; or 

(ce) that the said may be at liberty to resume o1 
enter into possession of certain property situate at 

> or 

(d) that the said may be at liberty to exercise his 
right of re-entry on certain property situate at 
and held by you under him; or 

(e) that the said may be at liberty to foreclose on or 
to realize a security for the sum of £ given by you to the 
said ; or 

(f) that the said may be at liberty to forfeit a 
deposit of £ made under a contract made between him and 
you (state nature of contract) ; or 

(g) that the said may be at liberty to enforce the 
lapse of a certain policy of insurance for the sum of £ 
granted to you by the said 

[or as the case may be} 








The President of the Local Government Board, replying to a corre- 
*pondent, states that the Board have no authority to exempt from rating 

mses in which Belgian refagees are accommodated. He adds that if the 
rating authorities should see fit to exempt from rating a house occupied 
by Belgian refugees which would otherwise have been unoccupied, and 
consequently not assessed to rates, the Board would not take exception 
to that course. 





The Triumph of the Annuity. 


HuNpDREDS of men and women have reason to-day to be 
grateful to their Solicitors for advising them to purchase an 
Annuity, Instead of facing the prospect of financial disaster, 
these people are relieved of a!l anxiety as to the continuance of 
their income. They know it will be paid, and paid to the day. 


Peculiarly well situated are the Annuitants of the Sun Life 
Assurance Company of Canada. They have the protection of 
great avsets far removed from the seat and influence of war ; 
they have further protection of chse Canadian Government 
supervision, and they have an Ineome larger than would have 
been secured from any other first-class Company. 


Safety of income is absclutely assured to “Sun Life of 
Canada” Annuitants. There isn’t any doubt about it, aid 10t 
a penny of the amount due is witbheld, 


“The Sun Life of Canada” specializes in Annuities. All 
kinds are dealt in. There are the ordinary single payment 
Immediate Annuities, Deferred Annuities, Joint Survivorship 
Annuities and others devised to meet individual cases. The 
rates are the most favourable obtainable. In cases of impaired 
hcalth the Company gives still better terms. 


La a * 
The Position To-Day. 

No ONE can foretell with any degree of confidence the course 
of the Stock and Share Market during the next few months. 
Everything depends on the trend of events in the war area. 
But certain bus ness is being done, and it is possible to dispose 
of certain classes of shares at prices far removed from “ panic.” 
It may well pay some Investors to realize, even though between 
purchase and sale prices the transaction shows a considerable 
loss. ‘The proceeds, used to purchase a “Sun Life of Canada” 
Annuity, will almost certainly bring in an income much larger 
than that enjoyed previously, and the income moreover will be 
certain for life. 


Why Rates are so Favourable. 


Tue “Sun Life of Canada” quotes more favourab!e rates 
than any other first-class Company. The assets of £11,300,000, 
invested under strict Government supervis‘on, bring in at least 
2% more than the average interest earned by Home Offices. 
Consequently, the “Sun Life of Canada” can affurd to quote 
terms in many instances from 5 % to 10 % lower than its Home 
" And the security is equal to that of any Office 
The Manager of the “Sun Life of Canada” 
will be ple sed to diseuss details with any Solicitor who 
desires further information. Consultation may clear away 
difficulties which seem at the moment to bar the way to a 
transaction whch otherwise would be moet favourable for the 
client whose interests are under discussion. Communications 
should be addressed to J. F. Junkin (Manager), “Sun Life of 
Canada’ 217, Canada House, Norfolk Street, London, W.C, 


Competitors. 
the World over. 





Societies. 


The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 
Syllabus of Law Lectures for the Michaelmas Sessicn, 1914. 
The following lectures will (by the kind permission ot the Benchers) 


of the respective Inns 

Lecture, “ Practice in King’s Bench Chambers 
and Preparing for ‘[rial.” Lecturer, Cecil Walsh, Esq., K.C.  Chair- 
man, the Hon. Mr. Justice Rowlatt. In Gray’s-inn Hall. 

Tuesday, 17th November.—Lecture, “ Restrictive Covenants.” Lee- 
turer, Dighton N. Pollock, Esq. Chairman, the Right Hon. the Master 
of the Rolls. In the Old Hall, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Tuesday, 8th December.—-Lecture, “ Some Recent Changes in the Law 
of Bankruptey and Deeds of Arrangement.” Lecturer, E, W. Hansell, 
Esq. In the Inner Temple Hall. 

The chair will be taken at seven o'clock precisely. io 

The lectures are open io all the members of the Association, who 
will be allowed to introduce friends connected with the legal profession. 
Non-members will be admitted on production of ticket, which may be 
obtained at the office of the Association, 12, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Joun Verratt, Hon, Sec, of Lectures. 


be delivered in the Halls 
Friday, 23rd October. 
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Solicitors Serving in, the Army. 


The Council of the Law Society are compiling a record of those 
solicitors, whether members of the society or not, and articled clerks, who 
are serving in His Majesty’s forces, both at home and abroad, and they 
would be glad if such solicitors and articled clerks, or their friends, 








would communicate with the secretary, giving, if possible, the following 


particulars :—Full name. 
date of admission. 


whom articled. 


In the case of an admitted solicitor, the 
In the case of an articled clerk, 
Name of the unit to which each individual belongs. 


when and with 


In the case of a commissioned officer, the date of the commission should, 


if possible, be given. 


any other particulars which may be added to the record. 


Date of birth, parentage, where educated, and 


For con 


venience of filing, it is requested that particulars as to different in 
dividuals should be communicated on separate sheets of paper. 





Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
FINAL EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the final examination held on 5th and 6th October, 


1914 :— 

Alcock, Empson, B.A 

Averill, Percy Griffiths 

Barrett, Arthur Leslie 

Batty, William Reginald, M.A 
(Cantab.) 

Bowling, Edwyn Ee 

Brandon, Ralph Cyril Lockhart 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Briggs, George Isaac Oswald 

Briscoe, Ralph Angus 
B_A. (Cantab.) 

Carter, Charles Caplestone. 

Collison, Edgar Henry 

Corke, Nigel Arthur 

Crofta, John Cecil 

Crompton, Neville 

Dennes, Wilfrid, 
(Cantab.) 


(Oxon. ) 


B.A. 


Dickson, Joseph William Edmund, 


B.A. (Cantab ) 
Dodd, Ernest Leigh 
Fisher, David 
Fuller, Gordon Howard 


Nugent, 


LL.B. 


Grayson, Robert Benjamin 

Hall, Arthur William Gane 

Harris, Arnold Frank Stapleton, 
B.A. (Cantab.) 

Hoghton, Arthur 

Inesor, Donald Gordon, LL.B. 
(Leeds) 

Jenkins, Edward Basi] Terence 

Kelley, William Henry 

King, Thomas Charles 

Knight, Reginald Coldham 

Le Mesurier, Hubert 
Augustine 

Martin, Cecil Hague 

Meal, George Vickerman 

Morgan, Edward Stanley Parker 

Nicholls, George Lawson 

Oxspring, Joseph 

Ruston, Ronald Sowerby 

Turnbull, John Oswin, M.A 

Wanabrough, Gilbert Dyke 

Wayman, Clare 

Webster, Bernard Percy 


Francis 


(Oxon.) 


No. of candidates, 45; passed, 38. 


By order of the Council, 
E 


R. Cook, Secretary. 


Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 


16th October, 1914. 


University or Lonpon, Inter-Cotieciuate Law Stupents’ Socrery.— 
At a meeting held on Tuesday, October 20th, 1914, at University Col 
lege (Mr. H. F. Silverwood, president, in the chair), the subject for 


debate was: 


‘That the law is a Ass”’ (Oliver Twist, ch. 51). 


Mr. 


O. W. Godwin opened in the affirmative, and Mr. F. Bradbury in the 


negative. 
Anderson, 


The following members also spoke : 
Blake, Levy and Gregorowski. 


— Messrs. Wood i. Duke, 


The leaders replied, and 


on the motion being put to the meeting it was lost by seven votes. 


—_ 


Obituary. 
Sir William Markby. 


Sir William Markby, K.C.I.E., for many years Reader in Indian 
Law at Oxford, died on the 15th inst., at his residence, Headington 
Hill, near Oxford, in his eighty-sixth year. Sir William Markby's 
immediate ancestors were settled in the city of Cambridge and in the 
surrounding county. His father, the Rev. Henry Markby, was rector 
f Duxford; his mother a daughter of Dr. Randsall, Professor of 
Music in the University. After graduating at Oxford, he became a 
student of the Inner Temple, and read in the chambers of Edward 
Turner; he was called to the bar in 1856, and joined the Norfolk 
Circuit. After ten years at the bar Markby was appointed a judge 
of the High Court of Bengal. About the same time he married Miss 
Lucy Taylor; her father, John Edward Taylor, was a member of the 
family commonly described as the Taylors of Norwich. 

Mr. Justice Markby and his wife sailed for India in 1866, and for 
twelve years Calcutta was their home. All Markby’s judicial duties 
were performed with conscientious care; he served two years as Vice- 
Chancellor of the University of Calcutta. Always a Liberal in politics, 
he sympathized with those of his Indian colleagues and neighbours who 
were striving to prepare their countrymen for self-government. In 
1878 Markby was knighted on retirimg from the bench, and was 
appointed to the newly created Readership in Indian Law. As reader 
he was placed in charge of those selected candidates for the Indian 
Civil Service who were pursuing their studies in Oxford. The field 
which he had to cover included the Anglo-Indian codes and the 
elements of Hindu and Mahomedan law. Though the duties of his 
chair were by no means light, Markby found time for much other 
work ; he became a member of the Hebdomadal Council, a Curator of 
the University Chest, and a delegate of the Clarendon Press. The 
Readership made him a Fellow of All Souls, and he was domestic 
bursar of that college until Balliol secured his services as bursar and 
official fellow. He published a volume of his Lectures on Indian Law, 
and his treatise on the “ Elements of Law’ has been much used as a 
book for students. 








Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Husert James GaMiLIN and Geratp Hemptor Simpson, solicitoy 
(Hunt, Gamlin, & Simpson), Chesham, Bucks, Sept. 30. The said 
Gerald Hemploe Simpson will continue to carry on the business. 

(Gazette, Oct. 16. 

Georce Atpert Baytey and Witt1am Repman, solicitors (Bayley, 
Redman & Co.), 4, Albert-square, Manchester. Oct. 17. 

[Gazette, Oct, 20. 


General. 


The Chief Constable of Brighton has served a written notice on every 
German and Austrian residing there te quit the town within a few days, 
Naturalized Germans and Austrains are not affected. 

The Clerk of the Norfolk County Council has issued a notice stating 
that the Government has included the whole of the county of Norfolk 
us a prohibited area for the reception of Belgiaa refugees. 

Sir Edward Carson, K.C., on Tuesday appeared in the Court of 
Appeal. Lord Justice Buckley said to him on his entering, ‘I need 
hardly say, Sir Edward, how glad we are to see you back again.” 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


MoOoORGATE STEHEBET, LOWvDowW, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation 
<a one Clauses for insertion ia Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Couwasel, will be sent of 


POOLING INSURANCE. 

The Gorporation also ingures risks in connection with FIRE, CONGEQUENTIAL LOSS, 

BURGLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 

APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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The Corporation haye just acquired a manuscript dated 1609, which 
shews for the first time the dragons, as supporters of the arms of the 
City of London, and the motto, ‘‘Domine Dirige Nos.”’ An earlier 
MSS. dated 1605 makes no reference to either. 


In consequence of the continued indisposition of the President of the 
Probate, Divorce aad Admiralty Division, the Divisional Court did not 
sit on Wednesday. Undefended divorce cases were proceeded with by 
Mr. Jastice Bargrave Deane, who announced that the President had 
been forbidden by his doctor to leave his house that day. 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council began ite sittings on 
Tresday. Twenty-six appeals were set down for hearing—from India 
sixteen, from Canada four, and from South Africa, Australia, Western 
Australia, Southern Nigeria, Ceylon, and Jersey one each. There are 
six judgments for delivery in appeals heard before the Vacation. 


It is announced that the special measures taken by the Swiss Govern 
ment for relieving thé financial situation in Switzerland—viz., mora- 
torium for bills of exchange and goneral suspension of legal proceedings 
as regards other obligations—have row ceased to operate, and the sfafus 
quo ante has been restored in Switzerland as from 1st October. At the 
same time, the existing Act of Legal Procedure has been amended with 
a view to mitigating the rigour of the law in cases where special circum 
stances due to the existing stat» of war are preventing debtors dis 
charging their liabilities. 


At the Central Criminal Court on Monday, says the Times, before 
Judge Rentoul, the case adjourned from the last sessions of a Chinese 
student named Jen Chu, who was charged with obtaining £137 by 
false pretences from the Hong Kong and Shanghai Banking Corpora 
tion, was again mentioned. Mr. W. J. Spratling, for the defence, said 
the defendant belonged to a family of high rank, his uncle having 
been a Minister of Finance in China. Private property in China be 
longed to families rather than to individuals, and the defendant 
regarded the matter of the £137 as merely a borrowing by him from 
the family of the complainant, a Chinese gentleman, and thought that 
his family would put matters right. The defendant had given the com 
plainant an undertaking for the repayment of the money. Judge Ren 
toul bound the defendant over in his own recognizances in £20 to come 
up for judgment if called upon. 


Only one application concerning the suspension of German patents 
came before the Comptroller-General of Patents (Mr. Temple Franks) 
and Sir Cornelius Dalton at the Patent Office on the 16th inst. Mr. 
Ellis appeared on behalf of the applicants, Messrs. Levinstein (Limited), 
dye manufacturers, who asked for the suspension of seven patents under 
which the manufacture of a dark blue dye has been carried on by the 
patentees, Messrs. Leopold Cassella, a German firm. Messrs. Levinstein 
urged that, as the dye was not being manufactured in this country, there 
was bound to be a deficiency. They asked that. having regard to the 
expense of laying plant estimated at £3,000 to £4,000, they should have 
a licence for the term of the patent and not merely for the term of the 
war. Counsel for Messrs. Cassella and other firms who were stated to 
hold stocks of the dye asked for a postponement to enable him to get 
further instructions. He stated that if there were not a big stock in the 
country he probably could not resist the application for a licence. He 
would then concern himself with a question of royalty. The hearing 
was adjourned. 


A number of charges arising out of the anti-German riots at Dept 
ford last Saturday and Sunday nights, says the Times, were heard 
at Greenwich on Monday before Mr. Symmons. There were in all over 
thirty prisoners. Of these eighteen were charged with riotously and 
tumultuously assembling together to the disturbance of the public 
peace and unlawfully, with force. damaging the house 181, High-street, 
Deptford. Several others. including two soldiers, were similarly 
charged in respect of 55, High-street, and the Harp of Erin public 
house, and others were charged with assaulting or obstructing the 
police. Mr. Symmons remanded the first eighteen prisoners, refusing 
hail except in the case of a Mrs. Merritt, who was stated to have six 
children. All the other charges were also remanded. During the 
hearing of one of them Mr. Symmons remarked that it had been 
stated that an alien enemy in this country had no legal rights. It 
should be known that that was not so; otherwise very serious offences 
might be committed against Germans in the belief that there could 
be no punishment. 


At the sitting of the Court of Appeal last Saturday morning the 
Master of the Rolls said it had been reported to him that considerable 
inconvenience was being caused to members of the bar engaged in 
military duties by their having to appear in court in wig and gown. 
Members of the bar actually engaged in military work were to be at 
liberty during the war to appear either in uniform or in wig and gown. 
What he said applied only to the Chancery Division of the court, but 
no doubt a similar announcement would be made in the other divisions. 
In the Second Court of Appeal Lord Justice Buckley made a similar 
announcement, pointing out, however, that the privilege of appearing 
to argue a case without wig and gown could not be extended to those 
who were drilling in civilian dress, who would not be under the same 
difficulty as those wearing uniform. Mr. Sanderson, K.C., welcomed 
the announcement on behalf of the bar, saving that such action had 
been suggested by the Bar Counci]. In the King’s Bench Division Mr. 
Justice Horridge announced that barristers might appear in uniform 
Without wig and gown. 





It is stated by Reuter from Amsterdam, under date 21st inst., that 
the Reichsgesetzblatt has published an order extending the prohibition 
of payments to England and the British Dominions to France and the 
French Colonies. 

The Licensing Justices of the city of London, at a special meeting 
on Wednesday, decided not to apply the new 10 p.m. rule of closing to 
houses in the city. It was stated that, on the previous occasion, when 
11 p.m. was substituted for 12.30 p.m., the Commissioner of Police 
favoured the alteration, but now the Commissioner did not think any 
action necessary. Consequently licensed houses in the city will remain 
open until 11 p.m Sut comparatively few of these exist. Most of the 
licences are for closing at six, seven or eight o'clock at night, while 
many of the houses close on Saturday at midday and all day on Sunday. 
A great proportion of the public-houses in the city are in the printing 
districts and near railway stations, though a few are on the confines 
of Whitechapel, where they are now closing at 10 p.m.—At East Ham 
the Mayor (Alderman C. R. Anstead) announced that the justices had 
by order directed that the sale or consumption of intoxicating liquor on 
licensed premises and registered clubs in the borough should be sus- 
pended at 10 p.m. each night. In the case of clubs the suspension will 
continue until 6 o’clock in the morning of the following day. The order 
will take effect on Saturday next, 24th of October.—A similar order 
was made by the Highgate Licensing Justices 














































Roya Excnancr Assurance Corporation.—At a court of djrectors 
held to-day it was decided to pay, on the 6th November next, an in 
terim dividend of £4 per cent., free of tax, on the capital stock of 
the corporation, in respect of the half-year ending 30th June, 1914. 


Tue next examinations of candidates for admission into the Society 
of Incorporated Accountants and Auditors will be held in England, 
Scotland and Ireland on the 23rd, 24th, 25th, and 26th of November. 


War Insvrance.—The attention of our readers is drawn to the 
announcement on another page of the British Dominions Generai In 
surance Company (Limited). As the ordinary policies of fire insurance 
companies do not cover loss or damage arising from fires or explosion 
caused by bombs dropped by aircraft, bombardment, riots, &c., the 
sritish Dominions General Insurance Company have drawn up a special 
policy providing for these risks. The rates range from 2s. 6d. per cent. 
per annum, 








Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 








Members of the legal profession who are not already familiar with 
the Oxford Sectional Bookcase are invited to look into the merits of a 
bookcase combining handsome appearance, high-class workmanship, and 
moderate cost. The ‘‘ Oxford ’’ i probably the only dust-proof sectional 
bookcase obtainable. An extremely interesting booklet containing illus- 
trations and prices may be obtained, post free, from the manufacturers, 


William Baker & Co., The Model Factory, Oxford.—(Advt.) 








The Property “Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


November 12.—Mesers. C. C. & T. Moonm, at the Mart, at 2.30: Freehold and Lease- 
hold Properties (see advertisement, page ix., this week). 

November 19.—Vesers. MILLAR, Son & Co., at the Westminster Palace Hotel, *. W. 
Stocks and Shares (see advertisement, page ix., this week). 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 

Mr. Justice 

WARRINGTON 

Mr. Greswell 
Church 
leach 
HKorrer 
Synge 
Jolly 

Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. 


Mr. Leach 


Church 
Oreawell 
Je 


Mr. Justice 
Joon 

Mr. Jolly 
Greswell 
Korrer 
Synve 
Farmer 
Bloxam 


Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. 

Mr. Farmer 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Goldschmidt 


EMERGENCY APPRAL Court 
ROTA. No. 1 
Mr. Church 


Date. 


Monday Oct. 26 Mr. Bloxom 
Tuesday .... 27 Jolly Farmer 
Wednerdsy .. 23 Greswe'l Synge 
Thursday .... 29 Leach Jolly 
Friday eoce 3D horrer Bloxam 
Saturday .... Goldsch nidt Greswell 


Mr. Justice 


Mr. Justice 
NEVILLE. Ev. 

. 26 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Synge 

- Bloxam Borrer 


Jolly 
Bloxam 


- Farmer 
- 2 Church 
coves 30 Greawell 





Goldschmidt 
F 


. ol Leach armer Charch Borrer 
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High Court of Justice—King’s Bench Division. 


MICHAELMAS SittTInas, 1914. 
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Two of His Majesty's Judges, vet to be selected, will attend the 
November and December Sessions of the Central Criminal Court. 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrarrep ry Omarorer. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Oot. 16. 


Direct FARMS SUPPLIES, Lop. a are required, on or before Nov 20, to send 
their names and ad the particulars of their debts or claims, to Chariss 
Edward Osborn, 66. Mark In, “tteuldat te 

OGDEN AND DICKMAN, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 2, to send 

their names and , and the particulars of their debts or claima, to Ernest 
Broadbent, Clarence arcade, Ashton-under-Lyne, liquidater. 

PREMIER PRODUCE & TRADING Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 13 
to send their names and addresses, and te particulars of their debts or claim:, 
to Leslie Richard Sankey, 5, Coleman st, liquidator 

Pump & Power Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 13, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Leslie Richard 
Sankey, 5, Coleman st, liquidator. 

RYLANDS CONCESSION, Lrp.—Creditors; are required, or before Dec 10, to send 
their names and ad:iresses, and the pestioulans of thetr claims or debta, to brederick 
William Wicks, 317, Winchester house, Old Broad st, liq uidator. 

TALBOT QUICK WATERPLANE Co, LTb.—Creditors are are required, on or before Nov 30, 
to send their names and addresses, with particulars of th-ir debts or claims, to 
William Charles Crofts, Broad Street House, New Broad at, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 16. 


a Trading & Developuent Co, Wilson & Holmes, Ltd. 
Mosshey —— Co, Ltd. 
x. Concession, Ltd. Cheadle Park Colliery Co, Ltd. 
Calders Printers, Ltd. Coutes & Amusements Co, Ltd. 
i. P. Ferris & Co, Ltd. Sheffisld & ———- + ha Ltd. 
Althorpe Motor & Garage Co, Ltd. Excelsior Home Supply, Ltd. 
Priory Press, Ltd. ba ton & Clev Conservative & 
Calorolac, . ist Clab Co, Ltd. 
Wirral and Birkenhead Agricultural Hall Brushmakers, Ltd. 
Society ({ncorporated). Edwin Sayer, Ltd. 
Carlton's Cosy Corner, Ltd. Nedenes Mol ybdenite, Ltd. 
Al. Co-operative Shipping & Toarist Scarborough Allotment Traders, Ltd. 
Society, Ltd. British Isles’ Oil Producers, Lt 1. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, Oct. 20. 


WATKINS, THoMAs, Trehafod, nr Pontypridd, Grocer Dec 7 Prothero v Watkins, Eve, J. 
Lloyd, Carditf, 


—_—_— — 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Las* DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRiIDAY, Oct. 16. 


ANDREWS, RICHARD GgoreR, Red Lion passage, Red Lion st Nov 13 Rye & Eyre, 
Goldea ay 

Austen, Betsey, Horsham, Sussex Nov Eager, Horsham 

BerTLe, Doro HY ANN, Wellington, Somerset Nov 18 Michell, Welliagton, Somerset 

BICKERTON, WILLIAM, Tarporley, Cheshire, Gardener Novi? Cawley, Tarporley 

BRown, SAMUEL, Elsecar, Yorks Oct 31 Fenoughty, rhan 

Brows, THERESA Marr, Norwich Nov 25 Brown & Woolnoush, Lincoln's inn 
flelds 

CRAWFORD, ALBERT Epwiy, Bos‘on, Lincs Nov 3) Staniland & Son, Bosto 

CURRIR, MARY RosERTSON, Beaumaris, State of Victoria Nov 17 Roy & Cartwright, 


Coleman st 

DICKINSON, WILLIAM, ‘Westhorp2, Lincoln, Farmer Nov 14 Smith & Co, Donington, 
nr Spalding 

Duncan, Henry, Parliament Hill, Hampstead Nov 16 Dunn & Wilson Guildhall 
chmbrs 

Diver, JULIA ANNIB, Bath Nov 20 Stone & Co, Ba 

ELLIOTT, FANNY, wy bE Wandsworth Nov 16 Sprott & Sons, Finsbary pymt 

ELRICK, JANE Pautsr, Denton st, Wandsworth Nov 16 Corseilis & Berney, East hill, 
Wandsworth 

GRAL®, JANE FRANCES, Sutton, Sa Nov 23 Hobson & MacMahon, Essex st 

GILson, Jony, New Bond st Dec 7 ison, Broard ct chmbrs, C svent Garden 

Goopy, ALFRED DuncaN, Ripon, Bank Manager Nov 4 Raworth & Cy, tn ae 

GRANT, JOHN, Edward st, New Croes, Engineer Nov 20 Marchant & Co, Deptford 

HaM, — CHARLES, Whitecross st, Cartage Contractor Nov 30 Masons, Eldon st, 
Fiosbury 

HEADLAND, JoHN WILLIAM JonEs, Cadishead, Lancs, Insurance Agent Nov 16 
Farrington, Manchester 

HOLROYD, ALBERT, Bradford, Glvas Merchant Nov 14 Hammond, Bradford 

JENKINS, FRANK ERNEST, Cheltenham, Buiider Nov 27 Earengey & Peuean, Cheiten - 


ham 
Kine, Matrutas Buroner, Warwick ct, Gray'sinn, Solicitor Nov 21 Dixon& Co 


Lancast:r pl, Strand 
Lacy, WILLIAM CHARLES JAMES, Southampton Nov30 Green & Co, Southamp- 


ton 

Les, Henry, Sheffield Nov 30 Padley, 8) 

LELEU, JOHN, Torquay Oct 26 Kitsons & Co, Torquay 

LEwIs, RoBERT, Warri , Estate Agent Nov l4 Steel, Warrington 

LOCKING@TON, CHARLES, wint st, Earisfield Nov 14 Dean, Mitre oe 

Matrugews, ELimzaseTs, Norham, Nori:humberland Nov 27 & Co, Lian 
gollen 

MORGAX, beh yy Elm’'s av, Muswell hil, Hornsey, Assurance Agent Novil5 Atten- 

& Sons, Toavies inn, Holbora 
NEWMAN, A CAROLINE, Twickenham Novilé Graham & Wigley, Finsbury 


pavement 
Parkinson, JonN Wricut, Lymm, Chester Novi6 Gruanly & Co, Manchester 
PATTINSON, BROWNSRIG?, Applethwaite, Westmorland Novii Scott & Co, Penrith 
Payne, Magy Louisa ANSE, Bedford -Nov 30 Green & Qo, Southampton 
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peastos, WILUAM, Brodrick rd, Wandsworth Nov 13 
PemeLt, Ja 


& Bird, Gray's inn 


JauMEs, 8 “Yorks Ost 31 Beldo», Bradford 
— The Wilson, Leeds 
Nov 2 Williams & Co, N ottingham 


Roperts, WILLIAM, Thorabury, Bradford Oct 31 


mus, Weston suver Mare Novis Church & Co, Bedfor! row 
Rawitne, Georox, Glesdless, nr Sheffield Nov 14 Tofield, Sheffield | 


Rayner, Sir Tuomas CRosstRy, Georgetow 1, Demerara, British Guiana Nov 14 Bird | 
WALKER, WILLIAM, West Bridgford, Nottingham, Hosiery Manufacturer Nov 25 


Robins & Co, Lincola's tan 


& Co, Cheltenham 


TURNER, KATS, Forest row, Sussex Nov 9 Eager, Horsham 
WART, ANNIE Lavra V AN, Jodhpar, Rajputans, India Nov 30 Corbin & Co, Bedford 


row 
WADDINGTON, MARGARET JANE, Campden House chmbrs, Kensington Nov 12 Brydges 


Williams & Co, Nottingham 


| WILKI8, JouN, Nassau st, Oxford st Nov 20 


Bartlett & Grego-y, New sq 


RYSDALE, MARGARET, Boston, Lincs 
ARTHUR, Huddersfield, Shipping Merchant Novié Rumsdern &Co | WILKINSON, Mary, Noth Walsham, Norfolk Nov 4 Carter, Bradford 
WILLIAMS, LILLY, Connaught rd, Stroud Green Oct 28 Jo, nson-Hicks & Co, Lennox 


SCHOFIELD, GEORGE 
Had ‘ersfield 

Suarp, WILLIAM, a Beerseller Nov 17 

crevasse 

SuTToN, HUGH NELTHORPE, Derby 


TvckER, MARY SPARK, St Mary's mans, Paddington Nov 30 Halse, Bachingham | Woo. 
Palace mins | 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gatette.—FRtDay, Oct. 16. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BeNweErtT, Frank, Chancery in, Advertising Contractor 
High Court Pet Oct 14 Ord Oet 14 

CoLBOURNE, BERNARD BarTov, Worthing, Butcher 
Brighton Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 1% 

Corzon, Jack Davip, and Tasepore Curzon, City rd, 
Tatiors Hich Court Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

LAIDLER, GRORGR, Cleado, nr Auederland, Metal Broker 
Sanderiand Pet Sept16 Ord Oct 13 


Larry, RICHARD THOMAS, Chorlton-com-Hardy, Lancs, | 


Salford Pet Oct 14 Ord 
Lewis, WILLIAM, Glaniammio, Carmarthenshire, Boot 
saler Carmwuthen Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
Lister, THomas, York, Farniture Dealer York Pe’ Oct 
13 Ord Oct 1 


3 

Lrow, Gzorce Hersert, Kirklington We'l, Bedale, Farmer 
Northallerton Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

LorD, JOHN THOMAS, Heywood, Lancs, Fent Warehouse- 
man Bolton O:d Oct 14 Pet Oct 13 

Mason, WILLIAM, Grange by Grimsby, Labourer Lincola 
Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 13 

Owgn, Hersert Henry, Berriew, Montgomery, Saddler 
Newtown Pet Oct i8 Ord ct 13 

RUMBLE, ALFRED HERBERT, Portsmouth, Egg Merchant 
Portsmouth Pet Ost 13 Ord Oct 15 

Wars, Meraxa & Co, Clements In, Bill Brokers 
Court Pet Sept 3 Ord Oct 14 


mercial Traveller 


Oct 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


AIAMAN, BEYJAMIN Dan, Park In, Clissold Park Jewellery 
Dealer Oct 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 14, B 
ANDERSON, WILLIAM Munrpocn, Huddersfield. 
per Oct 23at3 Law Society’s Room, Imperial 
Areade, New st, Huddersfield 


Chancery In, Advertising Contractor | 


bid 
COLBOURNE, BERNARD BARTON, 
26 at 2.30 Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 


, Carey st 


Coston, Jack Davin, and HRopORE CURZON, City rd, 


O*t23ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HAMMOND, STANLEY BROUGHTON, Gorleston, Baker Oct 
27 at 12.39 Off Rec, 8, King st. Norwich 

HENSER, WILFRED HENRY, and SIDNEY JAME? GUPWELL, 
Coventry, Cycle Factors Oct 23 at 11 Off Ree, 8, 
High st, Coventry 

KING, ALBERT EDWARD, Wisbech, Cambridge, Tailor 
Oct 2 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Lewis, WILLIAM, G!anamman, Carmarthen, Boot Dealer 
Oct 27 at 12.30 Off Ric, #& Queen st Carmarchen 

Mason, WILLIAM, Grange by Grimsby, Labourer Oct 20 
at 12 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Linco 

ROBINSON, SAMUEL, Great Grimsby, Fish Merchant Oct 
24at 11 Off Rec, 8t Mory’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Start, HARRiet, Saffron Waldon, Essex 
Rose and Crown Hoel, Saffron Wal.jen 

Wess, WILLIAM, jun, Sinfin, Derby, Farmer Oct 23 at 12 
Off Kec, 12, St Peter's churchyard, Derby 


Wright & Co, Bradford 
Uct 24, 1916 Houghton & Sons, Finsbury pymt 
Nov 14 Toynbee & C», Lincoln 


Taste, Wmaran, Cooks rd, Kennington Park Nov 23 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq, 


} 
High | 
dford row | 


Credit | 


orthing Butcher Oct 


Oct 23 at 2 | 


i 
House, Norfolk st 








| ADJUDICATIONS. 


| ALTMAN, BENJAMIN DAN, Park In, Clissold Park, Jewellery 
Dealer Edmonton Pet Aug 28 (rd Oct 9 
BENNETT, FRANK, Chancery In, Advertising Cont-actor, 
High Court Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 
BROOKE, JOHNSON, Holmfirth, nr Huddersfield, Glass and 
| China Dealer Huddersfield Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 13 
| COLBOURNE, BERNARD BARTON, Worthing, Butcher 
| Brighton Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 14 
FISCHER, CHARLES, Finsbury Pavement house High 
Court PetSept3 Ord Oct 14 
HAVELOCK-ALLAS, ALLAN, Purtsdown rd, Maida Vale 
High Cart Pet June 29 Ord Oct 13 
LAtty, RicHakp THoMASs, Choriton cum Herdy, Lancs, 
Commercial Traveller Salford Pet Uct la Od 
Oct 14 
Lewis, WILLIAM, GI n, Carmarthenshire, Boot 
| Dealer Carmarthen Pet (ct 12 Ord (ct 12 
Lister, THomas, Yors, Furniture Dealer York 
| 13 Ord Oct 13 
Lorp, Jous Taomas, Heywood, Lancs, Fent Warehouse- 
man Bolton Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct l4 
| MARSDEN, LOLA, Thurloe sq, South Kensington High 
| Court Pet Aprill Ord Oct l4 
Mason, WILUIAM, Limber Magna Grange, by Grimsby, 
| Labourer Lincoln Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 
} MILLER, Rusy LAURA Row, John st, Adelphi, Actrew 
h Court Pet Sept 2 Ord Oct 4 
| RUMBLE, ALFRED HERBERT, Portsmouth, Egg Merchant 
Portsmouth Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 
Suotr, WILFRED EMMOTT, and CHARLES WILLIAM SHUTT, 
Preston, Lancs, Cotton Merchants Preston Pet Aug 
2% Ord Ot 4 


Amendei Notice substituted for that published in the 
t 6; 


London Gazette of Oc 


| CRONE, WALTER SIMEON, Firvale, Sheffield, Leather and 
Rubber Merchant Sheffield Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 





Pet Oct 


London Gazette—TUBSDAY, Oct. 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BANHAM, CHARLES ARTHUR, Gaywood, Norfolk, Builder 
King’s Lynn Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

CosLAN, MARTIN, Wrexham, Hotel Keeper Bangor Pet 
Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

Horkins, THOMAS JEREMIAH, Clydach on Tawe, Giim, 
Grocer Neath Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

Hv pson, WILLIS RICHARD EDWIN, Sheffiel', Art Dealer 
Sheffield Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

J OnNSON, JOHN WILLIAM, Guisbrough, York , Innkeep-r 
Stockton on Tees Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

| PATRICK, FREDERICK, Much Wenlock, Salop, Threshing 
Machine Proprietor Shrewsbury Pet Sept 26 Ord 
Oct 17 

Rox, Joun THomaAs, Chesterfie'd , Derby, 
Chesterfield Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 

TOWNER, ALBERT JAMES, Chatham Rochester Pet Oct 15 
Ord Oct 15 

fort, James WILLIAM, Rainham, Labourer Rochester 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

Crier, JoserH HENRY, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 


Watchmaker 





(Central 


of very real importance 
oe part to send — 
jiocese in which they 


Staffordshire Potteries. 





HOME MISSIONS 


The ADDITIONAL CURATES SOCIETY provides assistant Clergy for 
the slums and poorer suburbs of large cities, and for mining and other industrial 
towns; in doing so it acts as a CENTRAL AGENC ) | 
to those parts of the country where pressure is greatest. The Society's work is 


at the present moment. 
to those needy places which are beyond the border of the 


ive, and therefore cannot be helped by their contribution 
to its Diocesan Finance. In this way, the A.C.S. is giving great help to the 

lous poor districts of South London and “ London over the Border,” to the 
Go liery regions of South Wales, and to parishes in the Black Country and the 


A.C.8. Office :14, GREAT SMITH STREET, LONDON, 8.W. 


Finance), 


for conveying help 


It enables Churchpeople in any 








WILLIS, Henry, Harlow, Essex Nov 14 

| WILTSHIRE, MARY Hoorgr, Bath Nov 20 

OODHEAD, DAVID, Bradford Nov 13 
NOUGH, WALTER WILLIAM, Oakleigh Park, Middix, Solicit: N 

Woolaough, Lincoln's inn fields oe ES a 





Creed, Epping, Es:ex 
Stone & Co, Bath 
Newell, Bradford 


WANSTALL, AMBROosR CLARK, Leods, Pianoforte Tuner 
Leeds Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 


ORDER RESCINDING ORDER. 
Browns, E MONTRAGLY, Palace gt High Court Rec Ord 
Rsc April2) Rose Oot lt 


RECEIVING ORDER DISCHARGED. 


CHAMBRE4 Hewry CHAMBRES, Eastham, Chester, Cotton 
Broker Liverpool Rec Ord Juy 9 Rec Ord Dis 
Oct 9 


FIR3T MEBTINGS. 

Hon oUR, JAMES, Beac onsfiel', Bucks Oct 2) at 11.80 OF 
Ree, 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

K SIGHT, ALBERT Henry, Cheltenham, Grocer 
3.30 County Court bidgs, Che tenhim 

LAIDLER, GeoRGR, Cleaton, ur Sunderland, Metal Broker 
Oct 29at 2.30 Off Rev, 3, Manor p!, Sunderland 

Luty, Ricaarp Taomas, Chorlton cum Hardy, Lanca, 
Commorcial Traveller Oct 28 at3 Off Roc, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

Lisrea, THomMas, York, Furniture Dealer Oct 2 at 3 Off 
Rec, The Ket House, Duncomb> pi, York 

LonpD, Joun THOMAS, Hevwoo!', Lancs, Fent Warshouse- 
man Oct 20 at 11.30 Of Rec, 19, Exchange at 
Bolton 

NAYLOR, ASHLEY, Sheffield, Milliner off 
Rec, Fiatree In, Shetfield 

OWEN, HENRY Herpert. Berriew, Montg»mery, Sad Jier 
Nov li at 10.30 1, High st, Newtown 

PATRICK, FREDERICK, Much Wenlock, Salop, Threshing 
Machine Proprietor Oct 31 at 11 Off Kec, 22, Swan 
hill, Shrewsbury " 

POOLE, CHARLES, Newton Abbot, D von, Public Entertainer 
uct 28at315 3, Hammet st, Taunton 

RUMBLE, ALFRED HERBERT, Portemonth, Egg Merchant 
Oct 29at12 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, Hign st, Porte- 


77 


Oct 27 at 


Oct 27 at 12 


mouth 

TowgsrR, ALBERT JAMES, Chatham Oct 30 at 3.15 
High st, Rochester 

Totr, JAMES WILLIAM, Ralaham, Kent, Labourer 
at3 77, H gh e*, Kochester 

UTTLey, WILLIAM A, Cartletor, nr Rochdale, Corn Mer- 
chant Oct 30 4t11.80 Town Hall, Rochd de 

WANSTALL, AMBROSE CLARK, Leeds, Pia -oforte 
Oct r8 at 11 Off Roe, 24, Bond at, Leeds 

Waits, Meraxa & Co, Clements In, Bill Brokers 
ati2 Bankruptcy b'dgs, Carey st 


Oct 30 


Tuner 


Oct 25 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


ANDERS®N, WILLIAM Murpock, Huddersfield, 
Dreper Huddersfield Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct i6 

BANHAM, CHARLES ARTHUR, Giywood, Norfolk, Bailder 
Kings Lyon Pet (ct 15 Ord Oct 15 

BEARD, HORACE LEONARD, Leicetter Boot Manufacturer 
Leicester Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 16 

CONLAN, MARTIN, Bangor, Hotel Keeper 
Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

CREAS#RY, HERBERT, Margate, Solicitor 
Sept 26 Ord Oct 15 

Horcornort, REGINALD THOMAS, Nevern pl, Kensington, 
GVeneral Agent High Court Pet Aug 26 Ord (ict 16 

Hopkins, THOMAS JEREMIAH, Clydach-on-Tawe, Glam, 
Grocer Neath Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

Hupsow, WILLIS RICHARD EDWIN, Sheffield, Fine Art 
De ler Sheffield Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

Jounsox, JOUN WILLIAM, Guisbrough, Yorks, Innkeeper 
Stockton-on-Tees Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

Lyos, GRoRGE HeRpert, Bedale, Yorks, Farmer North- 
allerton Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Owes, Hersert Henny, Berriew, Montgomery, “addler 
Newtown Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 15 

POOLE, CHARLES, Newton Abbot, Devon, Public Entertainer 
Taunton Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 15 

Rox, Jonn THoMAS, Chesterfield, Watchmaker Chester- 
fleid Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 

TowNER, ALBERT JAMES, Chatham Rochester Pet Oct 15 
Ord Oct 15 

Turr, James WHAM, Rainham, 
Rochester Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

TyLer, Joseph Henry, birmingham, Baker Birmingham 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 

Urrigy WiI.LitamM A, Castleton, nr Rochdale, Corn Mer- 
chant Rochdale Pet Sept «3 Ord Oct 16 

WANSTALL, AMBROSE CLARK, Leeds, Pianoforte Tuner 
Leeds Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 15 


Cedit 


Bangor Pet 
Canterbury Pet 


Kent, Labourer 
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THE OCEAN 


ACCIOENT AND CUARANTEE CORPORATION. LIMITE) 
For FIDELITY GUARANTEES, 
SPECIAL INDEMNITIES, 
ADMINISTRATION BONDS. 
SECURITY GIVEN ON REHALF OF RECEIVERS I\ 
CHANCERY, COMMITTEES AND RECEIVERS I) 
LUNACY, BANKRUPTCY TRUSTEES, &c., & 
The Corporation ts prepared to 
AGT AS TRUSTEE. 
FounNDsED 1871. 

ASSETS- - - - - »« £3.000,000, 
CLAIMS PAID «+ «- = #£12,500,000. 
T. M. E. ARMSTRONG, 

Manager and Secretary 
MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, F.< 
LAW Counts BRanocw: 288, STRAND, W.C. 
West Exp Brancn: 11, PALL MALL. 8.W. 





(PHE soc LE TY OF INCORPORATED 
ACCOUNTANTS AND AUDITORS. 
(4.0, 1886.) 
EXAMINATIONS. 

The Next Examinations of Candidates resident in 
Eogiand wi | be held in London and Manchester on the 
following dates :— 

Preliminary Examination on November 23r1 and 24ih, 

Intermediate Examination on November 25th and 26th: 

Final Examination on November 24tb, 25th, and 26:b. 

Candi‘ates desirous of presenting themssives must give 
notice on or before November Sth to the undersigned, 
from whom forms of application and al! information may 
be obtained. 


By Order of the Conneil, 
JAMES MARTIN, Secretary. 
0, Gresham-street, London, E.O. 





GROUND RENTS, 
£63 Ws. per annum ; well secured on hve shops 

and three smal! houses, south London; price £1,350.— 

Address, TRUSTER, 53, Regent House, Regent-street, W. 


PPREEHOLD 





THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


FoR THs 
PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC; 


QUEEN SQUARE, BIOOMSBURY, W.C. 
The largest Hospital of its kind. 
The Charity is forced at present to rely, to some 
extent, upon legacies for 


Those desiriag to provide Annuities for 
relatives or friends are asked to send for particulars 
< the DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 


* THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 











“LAW WOTES” LENDING LIBRARY 
for PRACTITIONERS and STUDENTS. 
SUSSCRIPTIONS FROM £) la. PER ANNUM. For infor- 

Tmation — 
Tae Liprarran, “Law Notes” Library, 
25 and 26, Chancery-lane, London, W.C 


AUCTION SALES. 


ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include 
as description of Property. Printed terma can be had 
jon at their Offices. Messrs. Field & Sons 
Seadlke Surveys of all kinds. and give special! attenticn 
% Rating and Compensation Clains. Offices. 54. Boroug b 
idh-street. A K.. and 6 Waterloo-place Pall Mall 5. W. 


SPILLMAN & CO 


101 ST. MARTIN’S LANE. 
ANTIQUE FURNITURE 


Aleo HOUSE and OFFICE FURNITURE, 
VALUATIONS POR PROBAT&. 


ORDNANCE SURVEY MAPS. 


SOLICITORS and SURVEYORS 
WM find the GRONANGE SURVEY MAPS 


absolutely necessary for much of their work, the large 
ecale maps being indispensable in connection with all 


TRANSFERS OF LAND. 


Mesars. EDWARD STANFORD, Ltd., keep in stock the whole 
of the sheets for England, and most of the Scotch and Irish 
sheets, and orders by post or telegram cen generally be 
executed the same day as received, except when mounting 
is necessary. 

Mounting in ail styles undertaken, and Trao!ngs made 
or mounted for attachment to deeds. 

A résumé of the Ordnance Survey Maps, with special 
fitustrated section dealing with the mounting and sturing 
of maps, sent gratis on application. 


EDWARD STANFORD, L” 
12, 13, & 14, LONG AORE, LONDON, W.C. 


Agents Sor the Sale of Ordnance and Geological 
Survey Maps. 

















Just Published. Price 2/6 net. 


LAW AND PRACTICE OF 
BANKRUPTCY. 


By G. L. HARDY, Barrister-at-Law. 
Author of “The Law and Practice of Divorce.” 


LONDON : 
EFFINGHAM WILSON, 54, Threadneedle St., 


EN oYS hagcert BF FORME: 


EN FO“ OF THE LAWS 
Latest edition, complete to OF 
NG, cloth £10 Os. 
0.9 Catalogue of Cheap Second-hand Practice Books and 
Law Reports post free. 
THE KELLY LAW-~BOCK COMPANY, LTD., 
Dealers in all Descriptions of LAW BOOKS, 
87, Carey & Chancery Lane, W.C. 
Valuations for Partnerships, &c., upon Moderate Terma, 


E.C. 








Room, fur 
electric light 
man.— Apply, 
Temple. 


THO LET, small ground floor 
nished, at low rent, including fire, 

telephone ; suit barrister or literary 

ERSKINE REID'S CLERK, 3, E-sex-court, 


BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,050,000 
PAID UP CAPITAL, i y— Reser. ves, £273,000. 
iKAD OFFICE 


5, LOTHBURY, BANK, LONDON, E.C. 


With Branches thr ughout the United Kingdom. 
FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, WORKMEN’S COM 
PENSATION, EMPLOYERS LIABILITY, PERSONA! 
ACCIDENT AnD SICKNESS, BURGLARY, 1HI«xD 
PARTY, MOTOR CAR, LIFT, CRANE AND HOIST, 
BOILER AND ENGINE, PROPERTY 
INDEMNITY, LOSS OF PROFITS 

GLASS BREAKAGE, anv LIVE STOCK. 
Applications for Agencies invited. 
For*Ion Bustness UNDERTAKEN. 





No 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, 8TRAND, W.C., 
ESTABLISHED 1835, CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests In Landed or Funded Pro 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized, 
Cc. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, } Secoctnties. 








REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 


ESTABLISHED 1823. 

Empowered by Spectal Acts of Parilament, 
Reversions, Life Interests, and Policies bought. Advances 
on Reversions and Life Interests, either at annual interest 
or by way of deferred charge. Options for repurchase 
silowed. Law Costs on Loans regulated by Scale. 

Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £764,825. 


30, Coleman St., London, E.O. 


AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
payment 26 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— a 





‘ 
0 per sheet. 

2 3 per 20 foli. 
<3 per folio. 

0 


per sheet. 

Fall Copies ° 2 — folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 14. ay ye Draft, $d.- ditto. 
Parchment, ls. ars to 3a. 6d. per ckin. 

KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street. Holborn. &.C. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No, 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON, 


“—IpDY OPP . 
H&S RY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 

begs to direct the atvention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&c., and to solicit their continued support. — ’.B. 
Forms, Gute, for Statutory Notices to Ureditors and 
Dissolutions Partuership, with necessary Declaration. 
File of “ London Gazette” kept for iree reference. By 
appointment, 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, Limited. 
FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C. 











INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD. 


rosperity are clo‘ hed 


The orp ans of persons once in 
ARLIEST AGE until 


ma:ntained and educated from the 
fifteen years old. 

With a view to assist in alleviating the distress caased 
by the War, the Committee offer to receive without 
election 25 children (eligible by the rules) who have 
lost their fathers (Commissioned Offi ers). 

THE COMMITTEE APPEAL VERY EARNESTLY 
FOR FUNDS, the need of which, in times like the 
present, is apt to be overlooked. 

Fo. ms of nomination can be obtained from the Secretary. 

Commer. Hater C. Martin, RN., Secy. & Sup*. 
Offices: 63, Ludgate Hill, E.C. 





FIRE RISK.—Tae Leapine INSURANCE 

COMPANIES ACCEPT OUR VALUATIONS FOR 

BASIS OF Poticres. INVENTORIES OF ART 

COLLECTIONS, FURNITURE AND ALL OTHER 

VALUADCLES SECURING PROTBCTION TO 

OWNERS ARE PREPARED IN ALL PARTS OF 
THE KINGDOM. 


KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, 
20, Hanover SquarK, W. 





Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS, 


For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
F. 5. D. HOGG, M.B.C.8., &c., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 


PECKHAM HOUSE, 


Established 1826, 


112, PECKHAM ROAD, LONDON, S.B. 
Telegrams : “ Alleviated, London.” 
Telephone : New Cruss 576. 

An Institution licensed for the oo and TREATMENT 
of the MENTALLY AFFLICTED Both Sexes. Con- 
veniently situated. Electric trams A. omnibuses from the 
Bridges and West-End pass the House. Private houses 
with electric light for suitable cases adjoin the Institu- 
tion. Holiday parties sent to the Seaside bran 
during the Summer months. Moderate terms. — 

Medical Superintendent for further pa-ticulars. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNB HOUSB, LHICHSTOR, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D.(Camb.) Principal: HENRY M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience Excellent 
Legal an! Medical References, For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

TELEGRArHIC ADDRESS : “ MEDICAL, LBICESTER.” 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
Buntingford, Herts. 
Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-9). 
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